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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 article contributes to the scientific community by offering empirical evidence on the developing relationship between the higher education and labour market digital skills. This study advances scholarly discussions on graduate employability through highlighting sector-specific digital competencies in both business and health contexts.

The researcher has done exceptionally well in identifying a topic of fundamental importance, particularly in interrogating skills shortages and mismatches. Indeed, digital skills are paramount in the context of the Fourth and Fifth Industrial Revolutions, where technological transformation continues to reshape both education and the labour market.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indeed, the title is suitable. It clearly reflects the focus on digital skills, higher education and employer perspectives in the business and health sectors. It is informative and aligned with the content of the manuscript.

Optional refinement: “Bridging the Digital Skills Gap: Perspectives of Higher Education and Employers in the Business and Health Sectors
	”

	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 indeed comprehensive and clearly presents the aim, methods and implications of the study. It highlights the digital skills gap between the higher education and employer expectations and places the discussion within the business and health sectors.
The abstract could be further strengthened by (a) briefly stating the geographical or institutional context of the study, (b) depicting whether the approach is purely qualitative or mixed or quantitative methods, (c) explicitly indicating the main theoretical or conceptual framework guiding the analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its research design, coherence and interpretation of findings. The research applies appropriate methods, presents logically structured arguments and aligns the results with the stated objectives.
Scientific robustness can be further strengthened by providing clearer justification of the methodology, detailing the data analysis process and foster robustness engagement with existing literature. However, the manuscript meets acceptable scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally sufficient and demonstrates good engagement with both classical and recent literature on digital skills, graduate employability, higher education and industry collaboration.

The researcher may consider strengthening the reference list by adding more recent, peer-reviewed studies on sector-specific digital skills, digital pedagogy in higher education and work-integrated learning.
	

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


	Yes, overall language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication and the text is generally clear and readable.

There are areas where minor grammatical errors, repetition and sentence structure issues appear, especially in the methodology and results. A professional language editor is recommended.
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