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Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

1. YES

(This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it used quantitative methodology to
explain the direct correlation of Entrepreneurship education with the entrepreneurship mindset
development among students. The entrepreneurship education is very critical and essential
need of the current world. It has the real meaning of education that is Knowledge, Skill and
Attitude development. Hence this research will help researchers and academia to understand
significance of entrepreneurship education.)

2. NO

(The title of the article is very long. It could be shortened with little modification. It should be
around 12-14 words title, not more than that)

3. Abstract is comprehensive but it should avoid the headings and sub-heading in
abstract. Abstract should be in paragraph form.

4. YES
(Subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate)

5. YES

(Manuscript is scientifically correct. It has used quantitative method to explain the facts. It has
wonderfully proved the hypothesis and disapproved null hypothesis with significant values and
T-test vales, etc.)

6. YES
(References are sufficient, researcher has given proper citation and maintained the quality

paper)

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

Article need a final proofread before gets it published because | found some of the grammatical
errors. However, these errors are minor.

Optional/General comments

Article is good and will contribute to the existing literature.
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