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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 is important for the scientific community as it addresses a critical sector—petroleum marketing firms—highly vulnerable to global supply chain disruptions. It contributes by examining the effect of financial and operational risk mitigation strategies on supply chain performance in an emerging economy context, filling a notable gap in the literature. The study provides empirical evidence that strengthens the application of supply chain risk management theories and offers practical insights for managers and policymakers to enhance resilience and efficiency in petroleum supply chains.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is suitable as it clearly reflects the study’s focus, but it is slightly long and narrowly localized. For broader academic appeal, a shorter and more general title is recommended. Possible alternatives include: “Risk Mitigation Strategies and Supply Chain Performance in Petroleum Marketing Firms: Evidence from Kenya”, “Managing Risks for Enhanced Supply Chain Performance in Petroleum Marketing Firms”, or “Risk Mitigation and Supply Chain Resilience in the Petroleum Sector.” These options maintain accuracy while improving clarity and international relevance.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it presents the research problem, objectives, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. However, it can be improved by making it more concise and balanced. Specifically, it should briefly highlight the theoretical contribution, reduce excessive detail on statistical values, and emphasize the practical significance for both managers and policymakers. Removing minor methodological details (e.g., census size) and instead stressing the study’s originality and broader implications would strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, as it follows a clear research design, applies appropriate theories, and uses valid statistical methods to analyze the data. The findings are logically presented and supported by relevant literature. However, some sections could benefit from more critical discussion of limitations, potential biases, and the generalizability of results beyond Kisumu County to strengthen the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include both theoretical and empirical sources; however, many are relatively dated, with a heavy reliance on studies before 2020. To strengthen the manuscript, more recent references on supply chain resilience, risk management, and petroleum sector challenges after COVID-19 and the Russia–Ukraine war should be added. Suggested additions include:

· Ivanov, D. (2021). Supply chain viability and the COVID-19 pandemic: A conceptual and formal generalisation of four major adaptation strategies. International Journal of Production Research, 59(12), 3535–3552.


	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from editing to improve clarity, grammar, and conciseness. Some sentences are overly long or repetitive, and technical terms could be expressed more precisely. A careful language revision would enhance readability and ensure the manuscript meets high academic publishing standards.
It is scientifically sound, relevant, and provides meaningful contributions, but it requires minor revisions in terms of language refinement, inclusion of more recent references, and clearer articulation of limitations and ethical considerations before being ready for publication.
	


	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic with practical and theoretical significance. It is well-structured and provides valuable insights for both academia and industry. However, the paper would benefit from more concise writing, inclusion of recent references, and a stronger discussion of limitations and generalizability. With these improvements, the study has strong potential for publication and contribution to the literature on supply chain risk management.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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