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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 contribution of this manuscript to the research on entrepreneurship and technical education is that it combines the psychometric assessment with vocational graduate outcomes in the context of a developing economy. The emphasis of risk-taking and financial work skills among graduates of technical colleges fills a major void of the literature that has mainly concentrated on university students or informal businessmen. The use of approved measurements tools and the use of regression analysis as a predictive tool to analyze empirical data empowers the research to support empirically-based entrepreneurship education, which is policy-oriented. The area-based concentration on South-South Nigeria also increases the topicality and practicability of the results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is concise, precise, and reflects the scope, methodology, population, and important variables of the research appropriately. It is appropriate in a scholarly journal.

There is no other title is required.
	

	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 extensive and well formatted. It understandably outlines the purpose, methodology, sample size, instruments, techniques of analysis, major findings, and suggestions.

Suggestion:

· It is worth considering briefly saying the practical implication of the weak yet significant predictive effects to enhance the application relevance.

· Even slight tightening of language would make the language even more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically viable. The research design is correct, the sampling process is also justified and the psychometric validation processes (factor analysis and reliability testing) are properly stated. Correct statistical analyses are made and taken. The theoretical foundation on the Theory of Planned Behavior is pertinent and well composed. There are conclusions that go hand in hand with the presented data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are up-to-date, adequate, and mostly modern, having a fair proportion of theory underlying and the modern empirical research. The scholarly quality is enhanced by references to credible journals and other international organizations.

Minor suggestion:

· There is room to relieve a few more recent (2023-2024) empirical studies of vocational entrepreneurship in Sub-Saharan Africa, which would increase currency.
	

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


	The quality of the language is appropriate to academic communication. The writing is largely understandable, formal and well structured.

Minor issues:

· Some occasional grammatical and long sentences can be improved during the process of copy-editing.

· The general readability is excellent and does not pose a problem to understanding.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The discussion section is robust and well-assimilated with theory and previous researches.

· A brief limitations and future research subsection would also be a welcome addition to the manuscript.

· Tables are well defined and marked.

The manuscript is scientifically sound and can be published when minor language improvements and optional explanations are made.)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are no ethical concerns that can be identified. The research is also appropriate in reporting voluntary participation, confidentiality and non-manipulative data collection procedures.
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