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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 offers a timely and relevant synthesis of contemporary literature on employability skills development in Nigerian undergraduate education. It shifts the discourse from individual graduate deficits to institutional and programmatic responsibilities, which is a critical reframing for policy and practice. The paper integrates recent empirical studies from Nigeria (2019–2025) and proposes an actionable, context-sensitive framework for programme management, making it valuable for academic leaders, quality assurance bodies, and higher education policymakers. Its emphasis on implementation gaps, stakeholder alignment, and measurable employability outcomes provides a evidence-based foundation for reforming undergraduate education in resource-constrained settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the manuscript’s focus. It explicitly states the topic (management of undergraduate programmes), the central theme (employability skills development), the geographical context (Nigeria), and the type of study (contemporary review).
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, covering the objective, methods, key findings, and implications. However, it could briefly mention the methodological approach (structured narrative review) and the temporal scope (emphasis on literature from 2019–2025) to enhance clarity. Additionally, a sentence on the practical contributions for programme managers and institutional leaders would strengthen its impact.

Suggestion for addition:

“Drawing on a structured narrative review of recent literature (2019–2025), this paper synthesises evidence on how programme-level governance, curriculum alignment, work-integrated learning, and partnerships shape employability outcomes. It concludes with actionable recommendations for Nigerian higher education leaders and policy makers.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust. It employs a structured narrative review methodology, clearly outlines inclusion/exclusion criteria, and synthesis peer-reviewed literature appropriately. The arguments are evidence-based, referencing recent empirical studies from Nigeria and internationally. The conceptual framing of employability as a program-level outcome is consistent with contemporary higher education research. There are no apparent factual inaccuracies or unsupported claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and appropriately recent, with a strong focus on Nigerian-context studies from 2019–2025. Key works by Okolie, Nwajiuba, Adegbite, and others are well-integrated. However, the review could benefit from including:

1. Ehiobuche et al. (2022) – “Curriculum alignment and graduate employability in Sub-Saharan Africa: A systematic review.” Higher Education Research & Development.

2. Bridgstock & Jackson (2019) – “Strategic institutional approaches to graduate employability: Navigating meanings, measurements and what matters.” Journal of Higher Education Policy and Management.

These would strengthen the international perspective and theoretical grounding of program management approaches.

	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, formal, and academically appropriate. Sentence structure is coherent, terminology is precise, and the flow of ideas is logical. Minor proofreading for consistency in hyphenation (e.g., “work-integrated learning” vs. “work integrated learning”) is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conceived and executed review that addresses a pressing issue in Nigerian higher education. The integration of program management with employability outcomes is a strength. The paper could be further enriched by:

· A visual framework or model summarizing the proposed integrated program management approach.

· A brief discussion of funding and resource allocation as a constraint in implementing the proposed strategies.

· More explicit linkage between the “measurement challenges” section and the “quality assurance” section to show how data informs improvement cycles.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No apparent ethical issues. The manuscript is a review of published literature, properly cited. No primary data involving human subjects is presented.
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