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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. authors must 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 offers value to the scientific community by providing an evidence-based assessment of a major government-led entrepreneurship programme aimed at addressing persistent youth unemployment in South Africa. It contributes to the broader debate on whether public entrepreneurship interventions effectively build competencies that support business survival and growth. By applying the EntreComp framework within a developing-country context, the study expands current knowledge on entrepreneurial competence development and programme evaluation.
	

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

	A Critical Analysis of the Entrepreneurship Development Programme Offered by the South African National Youth Development Agency (NYDA)
	

	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 and generally comprehensive, but it can be improved by tightening the background so the study’s contribution stands out more. You could add a brief statement highlighting the research gap, such as the limited evaluation of competency-based entrepreneurship programmes in South Africa. Including the scope of your sample, if known, would also strengthen clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here. 
	Based on the sections you provided, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The problem is clearly defined, the citations support the argument and the introduction aligns well with established research on youth unemployment and entrepreneurship development. The abstract and introduction demonstrate a logical link between the problem, the theoretical framework and the proposed methodology. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes all set
	

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

	
Yes, the language and English quality of your manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. Your sentences are clear, formal and mostly well-structured and you use appropriate academic terminology. Citations are integrated correctly and the flow of ideas is logical.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is scientifically sound, relevant, and well-structured. With minor language polishing, slight trimming of repetitive content and a few additional references, it would be suitable for submission to a scholarly journal.
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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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