Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_152086

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Assessing Predictors of Entrepreneurial Intentions Among STEM Students

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 is extremely pertinent in the realm of scientific literature as it provides insight into an essential area of concern regarding STEM entrepreneurial behaviour and its unique drivers. With such an extensive implementation of Variance Based Structural Equations Modelling in this research, there is clear validation about the psychological factors such as "need for achievement concepts and self-efficacy belief constructs uniquely interacting in shaping entrepreneurial intentions in technical streams." There is also an extension of Theory of Planned Behaviour in this publication with its partnership with Cognitive Entrepreneurship Theory concepts, providing an utterly combined and in-depth model of prediction in high potential student groups.
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	Optional/General comments


	- A significant portion of the cited references is outdated. The manuscript requires the inclusion of more recent literature (post-2020), particularly studies focusing on the entrepreneurial ecosystem in India.
- The paper lacks a discussion of comparative case studies from India or similar developing economies. Incorporating these would provide necessary context regarding regional success factors and challenges.

 -values are currently reported as (0.000). To adhere to statistical best practices, these should be reported as (p < 0.001), as probability values cannot equal absolute zero.

- The current recommendations (e.g., general university support, reducing barriers) are overly broad. The authors should provide actionable policy implications specifically tailored to the unique characteristics and needs of STEM students.

- A list of abbreviations should be added to the front matter to improve the manuscript's readability and adherence to formatting standards.
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