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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 topic on risk mitigation strategies and supply chain performance is of high importance considering global and local environmental factors that can disrupt supply chains. There is need for firms such as those in the petroleum industry to come up with risk mitigation strategies to help improve supply chain performance
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is suitable for the paper
	

	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 fair. It can be improved upon as follows: 
1. Use lower case as: resource based view, agency, and supply chain risk management theory. 

2. Check your grammar: Questionnaire was utilised. Stick to British spelling. 

3. Why are you repeating analysis thrice? This is tautology: It should read “Descriptive, correlation, and regression analyses”... 

4. Make keywords 5 or 6, and arrange them in ascending or descending order
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some aspects of the manuscript lack correctness. Please see the below.
Background of the Study: 

1. This is 2025. Use more citations of 2023 to 2025. This makes your work more current but no single 2025 citations used in the background. 
2. Recast the 2nd paragraph. Add citation. When you say “ By diversifying their suppliers and developing contingency plans, petroleum marketing firms (PMFs) can lessen their disclosure to supply chain risks and protect their businesses and customers”. What do you really mean? This is not where you recommend what should be done. Recast or remove it please. 
3. Note that the 3rd paragraph should be used the beginning paragraph. 4. Reduce the background of the study to 4 paragraphs. Have create a paragraph where you talk about the trend or pattern of  risk mitigation strategies in supply chains of petroleum products in Kisumu county. Bring out the proxy variables- financial risk mitigation and operation strategies. Talk about them. Also state the nature of performance of supply chain in this county.

Statement of Research Problem (SRP)

1. Re-articulate the SRP. Tell us what the problem is with respect to risk mitigation strategies, and state how the problem appears to affect supply chain performance. Then state the gaps. This can be conceptual, methodological, or geographical. This becomes your point of departure (POD).  What is this: “By proactively identifying and mitigating potential risks, petroleum marketing firms in Kisumu County can achieve reduced disruptions caused by unforeseen events leading to smoother operations and timely product delivery”? Are you recommending already? Recast please.

Objectives

1. Recast the objective as follows: The main objective was to evaluate the effect of risk mitigation strategies on supply chain performance of a petroleum marketing firm in Kisumu County, Kenya.
2. The specific objectives were to: i) assess the effect of financial risk strategies on supply chain performance of petroleum marketing firms in Kisumu County, Kenya; and ii) examine the effect of operational risk strategies on supply chain performance of petroleum marketing firms in Kisumu County, Kenya. 
3. You do not have to be mentioning mitigation over the place. 2. Remove the research questions. It is not a project. 3. Remove the significance of the study too.

Literature Review. 

1. The LR is generally broken into 3: Conceptual, theoretical, and empirical review. What is missing here is the conceptual review. You need to tell us what risk mitigation strategies are in supply chains. Discuss these strategies. Tell us what supply chain performance is. You can do this in 2 paragraphs. Then move to the theoretical review. 
2. I suggest you limit this work to The Supply Chain Risk Management (SCRM) Theory. 
3.  In your empirical review, move those gaps you mentioned to your SRP. 
4. Remove the section 2.3.3. Merge it with the review on each of the mitigation strategies. Then move the gaps to SRP.

Research methodology

1. Recast this statement: The correlational design was quantitative, such that numerical scores or ratings was used to measure variables. 
2. Use more current EPRA data, preferably 2024 or 2025. 
3. Punch 2024 is not an appropriate citation. Look for more scholarly citation. 4. Recast this. It is incorrect: The data which was gathered was analysed by descriptive, correlation(relational), and inferential (Multiple Regression) Analysis, a method of statistical analysis used to calculate correlations between variables. 
4. When specifying a model, first you either adopt or adapt existing models, then you present yours. That is state existing model and cite the authors. Then present yours.
5. How did  you come about the 99 senior managers? Please list the various management positions in the companies and state how the 99 managers were selected. 
6. The validity and reliability of research instruments are missing. Was pilot survey done?? 
7. What research instrument was used? I guess it was questionnaire. Please state it. 
8. How was the questionnaire administered?

Findings

1. You don’t have to define what response rate is. Remove it please. 
2. You dont have to define regression analysis

3. Show the correlation table, and other diagnostic tests for regression

4. Merge the model summary, ANOVA, and coefficients as a single table. 4. The F-value is not explained
5. Demand risk mitigation strategy is not part of the strategies in this study. Where is this coming from? Check your interpretation of Table 4. This is considered a major error. It means that the R-values, F-values etc are not for the presented results. The variables used are actually more than this. Please check.
6.  Recommendations should align with findings. Since two risk mitigation strategies were used, the recommendations should be 2.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No they are not sufficient, there is need for recency. There is lack of 2023 to 2025 studies. The references are not strictly APA 7 compliant.  Issue number and pages are not italicised in APA 7. Rework them please. 
	

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


	It is fair. The language quality should be strictly British. An admixture of British and American spellings should be avoided. 
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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