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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.


	The study contributes to the understanding of employability in regions of Nigeria with the developing economy. The relationship between soft skills and university employability is observed. The study is poignant for policymakers, education researcher and officials of higher education who seeks for bridging the gap in terms of skills of graduates who are unemployed.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The theoretical findings are scientifically appropriate however, the error and inconsistencies in the statistical result undermines the reliability of quantitative conclusion.
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	Can be included. 
There are only 12 citations and the published years do not suffice the need of the study.
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	The language is sufficient. However, needs more professional editing and revisions.
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	The choice of the statistical tool is appropriate, the result has flaws.
The study presents plausible and great idea with crucial findings. The error in methodological flaw in the reporting of data which is inconsistent requires detailed revision and verification. The language can also be more polished.
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