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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The study is germane as it tries to examine the functionality of State-Owned Energy Corporations in public service delivery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Very suitable.
	

	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 written.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient. But reference will surely increase with the addition of literature review. This should be added to the manuscript.
	

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


	The quality of the article is very suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has been well written. However, reference should be made to the reviewer’s comments below for some important observations.
1. The research question is too broad. It has been couched directly from the topic. Narrow it down to specific issues and increase the number to a minimum of 3.

2. Formulate new hypotheses to align with the new (specific) research questions. The number of new hypotheses should tally with number of new research questions (i.e. 3).

3. Do a literature review before the theoretical framework.
4. The arrangement of sections in the manuscript should be as follows: Introduction; Research questions; Hypotheses; Literature review; Empirical review; Research gap(s); Theoretical framework; Methodology; Data presentation and analysis (Discussions & Findings); Conclusion (and recommendations); References.
5. Too many issues of concern in the gap. 1-2 issues will suffice. The other issues could be used as specific issues in the research questions (which were earlier pointed out as being inadequate).
6. Provide the Likert Scale values for responses of respondents in the table after statement column (i.e. before N, Mean & SD columns) (For tables 5 & 6).

7. The last limitation of the study is expressed more like a suggestion for future studies. Present it as a limitation first, then it can later be expressed as a suggestion for future studies in the next subtheme (section).

Ensure that all intext references are contained in the reference list (and, also that all reference list items were drawn from the intext references).
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	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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