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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript addresses an important issue in entrepreneurship education by focusing on technical college graduates, a population that is often underrepresented in empirical research. Its emphasis on psychometric assessment contributes to improving methodological rigor in entrepreneurship studies, particularly within developing country contexts. However, while the topic is relevant, the study’s contribution is largely incremental, as the predictive power of the examined variables is weak and limits the broader theoretical and practical implications. Nonetheless, the study provides useful baseline evidence for future research and policy-oriented investigations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but it could be improved.

The title is clear and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it is relatively long and could be more concise. The authors may consider shortening the title while retaining its key elements for better readability and impact.

Suggested alternative (optional):

“Risk-Taking and Financial 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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive and covers the major components of the study. However, it does not sufficiently reflect the weak magnitude of the predictive relationships reported in the results. The authors are advised to explicitly indicate that the effects of risk-taking and financial work skills are statistically significant but modest. Including this clarification would improve transparency and prevent overinterpretation of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of research design, data analysis, and interpretation of statistical results. Nevertheless, there is occasional use of language that implies causal inference, which is not fully supported by the causal-comparative (ex post facto) design adopted. The authors should revise such statements to emphasize association and prediction rather than causation. Additionally, clearer justification of some methodological choices, particularly in the psychometric analysis, would strengthen the scientific rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include both foundational and recent studies relevant to entrepreneurship education and psychometric assessment. However, some cited works are described as “contextual” or unpublished, which may weaken the scholarly robustness of the reference list. The authors are encouraged to replace or supplement such citations with peer-reviewed empirical studies, particularly recent African or international journal articles.
	

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


	The language is generally appropriate for scholarly communication. However, there are several instances of redundancy, overly long sentences, and minor grammatical issues. Careful editing is required to improve clarity, conciseness, and academic precision. These issues do not invalidate the study but should be addressed before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the study is methodologically sound, its explanatory power is limited, as indicated by the very low coefficients of determination. The discussion section would benefit from a more critical reflection on this limitation and from clearer acknowledgment that important predictors of entrepreneurial capability were not included in the model. Explicit discussion of study limitations is strongly recommended.

Although the manuscript is scientifically sound, significant revisions are required to improve conceptual clarity, strengthen critical interpretation of findings, address methodological inconsistencies, and moderate claims that are not fully supported by the data.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues were identified. The authors reported voluntary participation and confidentiality of responses. However, the manuscript would benefit from a clearer statement regarding ethical approval or institutional consent, even if formal approval was not required.
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