
	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Finance and Management

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEFM_1854

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Liquidity And Performance of Savings and Credit Cooperative Societies in Kiambu County, Kenya

	Type of the Article
	


	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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript seems good, however, a more precise and impactful title could be:
"Liquidity and Financial Performance in SACCOs: Evidence from Kiambu County, Kenya"
	

	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 looks comprehensive. However, few areas for clarity could be added such as:
The research gap could be briefly highlighted and the sample size needs to be mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem sufficient and recent. However, additional references could include studies on SACCO liquidity management, financial inclusion, and regulatory frameworks particularly in Kenya.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally clear but minor grammatical improvements may enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall the manuscript appears scientifically sound and timely, the methodology is good, but I suggest a brief discussion could be made on regulatory implications which would strengthen the paper's relevance to policymakers.
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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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