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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.


	· This study intercepts a tenacious problem that affects economic growth, mobility and public safety
· Limited empirical evidence from Sub-Saharan Africa (particularly Kenya) on how contractor capacities affect on road construction projects

· This research informs more productive, obvious and accountable project management practices which are indispensable for sustainable infrastructure
· This study highlights areas for further investigation – including comparative analyses between public and private contractors, investigation into financing modes and alternative funding sources – thus laying ground work for subsequent research initiatives
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is easy to understand and detailed, but it has room for improvement to make it more precise, scholarly and highlight the research’s emphasis on how different aspects of contractor ability relate to how well projects turn out.
Here is an improved, publication-friendly suggestion you could consider:

“CONTRACTOR CAPACITY AND INFFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT PERFORMANCE: EVIDENCE FROM ROAD CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS IN NAIROBI CITY 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.


	· Make language more concise. Cut phrases like “The primary objective was to …” and state the objective.

· Highlight the study’s addition to knowledge – state the research gap it fills.

· Simplify the methodology description – mention sampling and analysis in an abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, methodologically solid and contributes valuable local evidence to the literature on infrastructure project management. This manuscript can be a strong candidate for a good peer reviewed article, particularly in infrastructure development, project management or African development studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list leans heavily on regional literature and lacks a strong representation from high-impact, internationally acclaimed journals published after 2021. To boost the manuscript’s relevance and scholarly contribution, it would be beneficial to include recent studies from journals such as the International Journal of Project Management (IJPM) and the Journal of Construction Engineering and Management (JCEM), particularly those focusing on topics like contractor capacity, project delays etc.
Suggested Additional References:

· Love et al. (2022), IJPM, 40(1), 1-16

· Jelodar et al. (2022), JCEM, 148(3)

· Hosseini et al. (2022) 

· Zhao et al. (2021), IJPM, 39(4), 351-364
	

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


	The manuscript is clear, well organized and communicates ideas effectively. However, to meet the expectations of international academic journals, some improvements would increase their clarity, formality and conciseness. 
Areas for improvement:

· Occasional redundancy

· Minor grammar issues

· Inconsistent tense usage

· Repetitive phrasing

· Passive voice overuse
	

	Optional/General comments


	· All abbreviations and acronyms should be expanded in full when first mentioned (eg, KURA, KeNHA etc) for clarity and professionalism
· It’s often better to present specific objectives (Section 1.2) as bullet points or numbered list rather than running them in a paragraph

· It’s good scholarly practice to include a sample of the questionnaire either as an Appendix or within the methodology sections
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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