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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This manuscript addresses an urgent and contextually relevant issue on the transition from university to work for South African graduates, situated within one of the world’s highest unemployment landscapes. It makes a huge contribution by synthesising a vast body of literature through a bibliometric approach, offering not only thematic insights but also identifying under-researched areas such as decolonisation and mental health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, it is. The current title clearly reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. No changes are needed in my opinion.
	

	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 outlines the problem (graduate unemployment), the method (bibliometric analysis), and the key findings. This is impressive. However, I suggest that the final sentence should be edited to avoid redundancy,  as the phrase "experiential learning and decolonisation and experiential learning" is repeated. Also, I recommend that the researcher briefly name the software tools used and the number of records analyzed to clarify methodological scope.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and applies standard bibliometric procedures using recognized tools like VOSViewer and Biblioshiny. The research design is clearly explained, including inclusion criteria and data handling. However, the thematic interpretation could be more in-depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. The references are sufficient and recent, with a strong representation of sources from 2020 to 2025. Key literature on bibliometric methods, employability, and decolonisation in education is well represent.
	

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

	The manuscript is written in generally clear academic English, however, it would benefit from minor editing to improve flow, remove repetition, and correct unclear sentences.



	

	Optional/General comments

	The paper is a solid contribution to bibliometric literature in African higher education. Also, tables and figures are visually informative.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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