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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 article provides essential baseline data on recreational use of three main routes in Mount Kenya National Park and successfully links demographic characteristics to specific route choices and assesses visitor satisfaction with available resources. This study is of great value to park management, the Kenya Wildlife Service and local tourism operators as it provides the empirical evidence needed to formulate sustainable mountain tourism strategies and improve infrastructure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the core objectives and the scope of the study.
	

	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 well structured and highlights the methodology, sample size, and main findings.

Suggestion for improvement: Authors should explicitly state in the abstract which specific satisfaction variables showed significant differences (e.g., scenery, guidance, and campsites), rather than simply stating, broadly, “Significant differences were observed…”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The use of a cross-sectional analytical design is highly appropriate for this type of research. The statistical tools, specifically Chi-square for testing categorical associations and one-way ANOVA for analyzing mean differences in satisfaction and length of stay, are correctly applied. The results are logically presented and align well with the stated hypotheses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and balanced. The authors cover both the foundational literature (e.g., Lucas, 1989; Dickman, 1997) and recent, relevant studies from 2020-2024.
	

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


	The English quality is suitable for scholarly communication and flows logically. However, a minor proofreading pass is recommended to correct small typographical and formatting errors, particularly in the statistical reporting (e.g., standardizing spacing such as using "p < .001" instead of "p <001" or missing spaces before brackets).
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript represents a well-conducted empirical study. The discussions are commendable because they compare the results from Mount Kenya with broader trends in mountain tourism globally.
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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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