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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 is relevant to the scientific community. It talks about technical education, academic evaluation practices, and the research in universities in South Nigeria. It contributes by sharing information about technical education and the importance of research capacity development from a moderate perspective.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable as it captures the whole of the study’s focus by identifying the subject studied, the area of study and the target population. However, it seems long and repetitive with the word ‘technical’. Could be ‘Perception of Education Lecturers about Technical Education and Research….’ as an example.
	

	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 about 383 words in total, with a too heavy focus on the methodology rather than the findings. The descriptions are too long for readability. Try to shorten to about 250 words with focus on the purpose, population, a little on methodology, and the findings with the implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is. The topic is relevant to the research on technical education. The hypothesis and the objectives complement each other, and the study contributes relevant regional data from Nigerian Universities. The reason for the small population is also explained although some reliability statistics are not fully explained. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article has about 18 references, which is a little low. Try to make it about 25 at least and include recent peer-reviewed manuscripts as some are quite old (2007, 2011, 2013). Focus at least from 2017-2026 to make it look better.
	

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


	The English is good, although you can work on repetitive wording, lengthy sentences and some grammatical issues on phrasing.  Better keep sentences short to maintain clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is potentially good but requires improvement in the abstract, language, reference quality, and a little clarity on the methodology explanations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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