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	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 manuscript contributes empirical evidence on the operational constraints of vocational training programs targeting indigenous populations in geographically isolated regions, a context that remains underrepresented in the skill development literature. By applying the Garrett ranking technique, it offers a methodologically rigorous and replicable framework for evaluating similar interventions across diverse socio-cultural settings. The findings redirect scholarly attention toward the quality of instructional design rather than resource provision alone, while bridging development economics, education policy, and technology entrepreneurship. Its focus on post-training financial support and experiential learning provides policymakers with actionable, evidence-based guidance for strengthening the sustainability of enterprise development in remote regions.
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	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
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	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
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	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
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	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
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