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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 a timely issue in South African entrepreneurship education. Focusing on educators’ perceptions highlights practical challenges and opportunities often missed by policies alone. The insights can inform curriculum development and stakeholder engagement, contributing to stronger entrepreneurial capacity and broader socio-economic progress.	
	

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

	The title works well overall, though the manuscript focuses more on educators’ perceptions of entrepreneurship education than on the full institutionalization process. A small tweak could make it even clearer, but it is fine as it is.
	

	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 clear, but it could be improved by briefly highlighting the specific research gap, mentioning the statistical methods used, and providing a more concise summary of the key findings. Incorporating these points would make it more complete and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The study is relevant and methodologically sound, and the findings are presented clearly. A few points could use further clarification: a more precise explanation of what “institutionalization” means in this context, additional details on the reliability and validity of the questionnaire, and a slightly deeper interpretation of the results. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically solid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are appropriate and include recent sources. While adding a few studies on institutional theory or curriculum implementation could be useful.	
	

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

	The language is generally clear and appropriate for academic writing. A few minor edits for conciseness could help improve the overall flow.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The topic is relevant, and the data are valuable. The manuscript shows strong potential. With some refinement of the conceptual framework and more detail on the methodology, it could become an even stronger contribution to the book.	
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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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