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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 study is important because it provides empirical evidence on how specific work skills—particularly networking and marketing—directly influence the entrepreneurial capabilities of technical college graduates in South-South Nigeria. The findings offer valuable guidance to curriculum planners, policymakers, and technical education administrators on aligning training programmes with labour market and self-employment demands. By highlighting skill areas that enhance entrepreneurship, the study supports efforts to reduce graduate unemployment and promote sustainable economic development in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is suitable, and it sounds scholarly and well-focused 
However, it can be slightly refined for clarity and flow as
“Networking and Marketing Work Skills as Predictors of Entrepreneurial Capabilities among Technical College Graduates in South-South Nigeria”
	

	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.


	Yes—the abstract is largely comprehensive and academically sound, but it needs a few refinements to meet international journal standards. Right now, it covers all the core elements (purpose, design, population, instruments, analysis, findings, and recommendations), but it is too long, repetitive in places, and slightly technical for an abstract.
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	yes, the article is scientifically sound, but it has a few methodological and reporting issues that should be corrected or clarified to fully meet rigorous scientific and journal standards.
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	Good work
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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There are no major ethical violations in this  study
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