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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 paper is a valuable addition to the literature on human capital development in emerging economies. It provides empirical, context-specific evidence on how institutional training programs like Nigeria’s Industrial Training Fund influence employment outcomes—a critical issue given the country’s high youth unemployment. By applying the Generalized Linear Model (GLM), the study also introduces a methodological refinement to a field often dominated by more conventional statistical tools. The findings offer actionable insights for policymakers and stakeholders aiming to align skill development with labour market needs, making it a relevant and timely contribution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and relevant, but it could be more precise. A more descriptive alternative might be:

“Evaluating the Impact of Skill Acquisition on Employment Generation: Evidence from Nigeria’s Industrial Training Fund.”
	

	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 covers the key objectives, methods, findings, and recommendations. But, it could be strengthened by briefly stating why GLM was chosen over other models and by clarifying the mixed results (e.g., which factors were not significant). Adding a sentence on the study’s implications for policy or practice would also enhance its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The theoretical grounding in Human Capital Theory is appropriate, the methodology (GLM for non-normal employment data) is well-justified, and the results are clearly presented. 
The discussion ties the findings well to existing literature, though a deeper exploration of why soft skills showed a negative (though insignificant) relationship would add nuance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include a mix of foundational theories and recent empirical studies (up to 2025). To better situate the study within broader African skill development discourse, consider adding a few more references from similar regional contexts, such as:

Oketch, M. O. (2014). The role of vocational education and training in poverty reduction in Kenya. International Journal of Educational Development.

Afeti, G., & Adubra, A. L. (2020). TVET and skills development in the Sahel: Challenges and opportunities. UNESCO-UNEVOC.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication and generally clear. There are occasional grammatical inconsistencies and slightly awkward phrasings (e.g., “worldly recognised” could be “globally recognized”), but these do not majorly hinder understanding. A thorough proofread would enhance flow and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I think you’ve done a solid job here—the focus on a specific institution like the ITF gives the study clear practical relevance. I appreciate the honesty in discussing the insignificant results (like soft skills and industry alignment); it shows academic rigor. If I were to suggest one improvement, it would be to briefly discuss in the limitations section how the sample size (105) and sampling method might affect generalizability. Keep up the good work—this is meaningful research for Nigeria’s development journey!
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There is no mentiond of the following in the methodology section:
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