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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 (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 manuscript investigates how strategic management approaches can transform the success of residential construction projects in Nairobi, Kenya, a region where chronic delays and budget overruns plague housing initiatives. The study uncovers practical strategies to refine project planning, optimize resource allocation, and foster collaboration among stakeholders. In doing so, mixed insights of Decision Theory, Resource-Based View (RBV), and Stakeholder Theory, were properly applied. In general, by bridging theory and practice, this study contributes innovative frameworks to construction management literature, particularly in fast-growing urban contexts where housing demand outpaces delivery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, ‘STRATEGIC MANAGEMENT PRACTICES AND STRATEGIC PERFORMANCE OF RESIDENTIAL CONSTRUCTION…’, definitely representative of the research. But, if the repeatedly written word, ‘STRATEGIC’ is removed, it will be best (as the meaning is still the same).
If other alternative is mandatory, I recommend, ‘Strategic Management Practices and Their Impact on Residential Construction Performance: A Case Study of Nairobi City County, Kenya’ as an option.
	

	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 robust but can be made more robust by:

· Naming the theoretical frameworks explicitly (e.g., Decision Theory, RBV) to make clear the basis of the study.

· Summarizing the principal results briefly (e.g., M&E most significant predictor of performance) to highlight contributions.

· Bending technical terminology (e.g., "multivariable regression") to make it more accessible.

*As a limitation, the Abstract seems that of a research proposal, as the words, phrases, and sentences in the section are in future tense. [Eg. ‘Data will be collected via questionnaires, preceded by a pilot study to ensure validity and reliability.’]. It should be ‘Data were collected…’ There are others too. These issues should be adjusted as the research is already done.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I can say that, the manuscript scientifically, correct. Stratified sampling is used following the scientific method, proven tools (Cronbach's α > 0.7), and regression.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient /and almost recent/.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Language is academic but has small issues:

• Redundancy: E.g., "strategic administration methods" → "strategic management practices."

• Awkward phrasing: "Association assessment is a numerical method." → "Correlation analysis quantifies relationships."

•Grammar: Keep tense consistent (e.g., "the study surveyed. participants agreed").

Ensure past tense for methods (e.g., “the study surveyed”) and present tense for conclusions (e.g., “findings suggest”). 
	

	Optional/General comments


	•Strengths: Good theoretical framework application, robust methodology, and pragmatic policy recommendations.

•Weaknesses: Too much concentration on descriptive statistics; inclusion of more qualitative richness (e.g., interviews) may put findings into perspective.

•Conclusion: Reflect on implications for Kenya's affordable housing agenda and replicability elsewhere.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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