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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 manuscript addresses a significant gap in construction project management literature by focusing on how contractors’ capacities (financial, technical, organizational, and regulatory) affect road construction performance in Nairobi City County, Kenya. The topic is highly relevant in the context of infrastructure development in Africa, where project delays, cost overruns, etc remain prevalent. The study provides empirical data and analysis that can inform policy decisions and strategic improvements in contractor evaluation and management. Its contribution is valuable for public infrastructure authorities, private contractors, and researchers seeking practical frameworks for enhancing project performance in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clear, but a minor grammatical correction that I recommended on the word contractors. 


	

	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 comprehensive and provides a good summary of the objectives, methodology, findings, and recommendations. However, it could be better by briefly adding the statistical methods used (correlation and regression) and including R-squared value to highlight the study’s predictive strength.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes to my view point, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. It uses descriptive and inferential statistics appropriately and interprets the results accurately. The conceptual framework aligns well with the research questions, and the use of four well-established theories strengthens the academic contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent. It can be better is a few more papers from 2023 to 2025 on contractor management and public infrastructure in African contexts would further enhance currency.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written with good flow and coherence. Just for a few grammatical errors and awkward phrasings (e.g., “contractors’ capacity were found to…”).I suggest proof readings. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conceived and executed study with a strong theoretical and methodological foundation. Minor grammatical polishing, title correction, and possible inclusion of more recent references will enhance the manuscript’s readiness for publication.
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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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