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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.


	The findings of this study would allow policy-makers structure young women aspirations in the youth programmes, most especially, NCC training.

The outcomes of the study will also enhance the self-confidence and leadership skills of young women as they serve their nation.

Furthermore, it would allow the governments see the gaps involved in the training of NCC girl cadets, and proffer possible solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should not carry any abbreviation, that is, the NCC should be written in full.
	

	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 needed to commence with a sentence, which will serve as the background of what the author(s) are working on. Percentages of the major findings should be indicated. Also, it will be nice if the author(s) start the “Keywords” with upper cases.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The writing of the manuscript needed to follow “IMRaD” format. The in-text references needed to be punctuated correctly. Except where it’s contra-indicated in the journal’s template, the author(s) should follow the guidelines of writing a publishable article. The tables in the manuscript should align with the number of the research Objectives (ROs). Since the ROs are five (5), the Tables in the manuscript should be five. The work has too many tables, hence the author(s) should take note. The sources under the tables should be deleted by the author(s).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, but the first reference should be written correctly.
	

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


	The English Language quality used in the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author(s) should revise the work, based on the above observations and comments.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical issues in the manuscript.
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