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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant concern in technical and vocational education by examining entry-level competencies and learning gaps among Construction Technology students. The study contributes empirical evidence that supports data-driven curriculum planning and learner preparedness in TVET programs. By proposing the development of a Student Readiness Assessment Tool, the research offers a practical framework that can assist educators and administrators in identifying students’ strengths and areas requiring intervention. The findings are particularly valuable for institutions aiming to align educational outcomes with industry expectations and competency-based education models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope, variables, and purpose of the study. It clearly communicates both the assessment of competencies and the application of findings toward tool development. No alternative title is required.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the purpose, design, participants, domains assessed, and key findings. However, it is suggested that the abstract briefly mention the descriptive survey design and the use of weighted mean analysis for clarity and completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, sampling procedure, data collection, and statistical treatment are appropriate for the stated objectives. The interpretation of results is logical and consistent with the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent, with several citations from 2022 to 2025. The literature cited appropriately supports the theoretical background and discussion.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear, coherent, and readable.
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	The manuscript is well-organized, with a clear structure and logical flow from introduction to recommendations. Tables are informative and effectively support the discussion.
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