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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides a historically grounded and interdisciplinary analysis of traditional apprenticeship systems in precolonial Africa, offering insights that are often underrepresented in mainstream scholarship on labour, education, and workforce development. By linking indigenous knowledge systems with contemporary work practices in Nigeria, the study challenges Eurocentric models of vocational training and expands theoretical frameworks in sociology, anthropology, and development studies. It also contributes empirical and conceptual value by demonstrating how culturally embedded apprenticeship models can inform sustainable employment, skills transmission, and informal sector resilience in modern African economies. Overall, the manuscript enriches global academic discourse by foregrounding African epistemologies as viable resources for policy innovation and comparative labour studies.

	

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

	Yes, the title is very suitable for the work.
	

	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 should include the method(s) used or employed in writing the work. The author(s) should do a review of the abstract and incorporate the method used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The work is scientifically sound in its conceptual and analytical foundations, particularly within the humanities and social sciences. Its arguments are logically structured, historically grounded, and supported by relevant scholarly literature on indigenous education, apprenticeship, and labour systems in Nigeria. However, while the work is scientifically correct in terms of reasoning, coherence, and use of sources, it would benefit from clearer methodological framing (for example, explicitly stating its qualitative–historical approach) and more up-to-date empirical references to strengthen its relevance to contemporary scholarship

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The current references are moderately sufficient but could be strengthened, especially with more recent and contextually relevant sources from the past 5-8 years.

	

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

	

Yes, the language/English quality is clear and suitable for scholarly communication


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

N/A
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