
	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Finance and Management

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEFM_1889

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Inflation and Stock Market Returns of Commercial Banks Listed on the Nairobi Securities Exchange, 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.


	The scope and topic of the research paper is relevance to the importance for the scientific community to understand the relationship and impact from the inflation against the stock market return. This will provide a significant insight for the individuals to understand on the impact of the economic inflation in driving the potential movement of the investment opportunity within the stock market in Kenya. The outcome of the study is expected to deliver the contribution in the value to the group of investors of the NSE in Kenya as well as enriching the knowledge in assessing the inflation condition before making crucial investment decision. The topic and scope foe for the research is deemed to be interesting for the academic contribution. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be improved to provide a clearer idea on the context of the study by emphasizing the study on the relationship or the influence of inflation towards the stock market return rather than just mentioning the inflation and stock market return which is a bit vague. 
	

	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 provided include comprehensive details but there is lacking in the details for the introduction of study where the abstract can introduce a bit of background and objective of the study before diving into the methodology and results of the study.   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall idea for the manuscript is good and addressing sufficient findings from the data analysis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but some of the references are older which is more than 10 years. It is advised to provide more recent references to support the manuscript writing.  
	

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


	There is a number of grammar errors and glaring typo errors along the articles which is highly advisable to seek for proofreading before the final publication of the paper. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The overall manuscript is interest and provide some depth in the insight and discussion in the content for the research study. However, the structuring for the manuscript can be further improve by increasing the consistency or writing in most areas as well as providing clear segregation of the literature review part based on the major variable highlighted with reference to the conceptual framework. With the hypothesis development, it is highly advisable for the research to draw a clear picture for the theoretical framework to meet  the quantitative method of analysis to provide clearer picture. In addition, there is some grammar and typo errors which can be improved through proofreading for the manuscript before publication. The summary for the hypothesis testing can be completed to provide better view and clarity to the reader of the manuscript.  Besides, the discussion on the results based on the hypothesis testing can be further discussed in depth before concluding the overall research study. 
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	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? 
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