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	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.


	The manuscript is important for the scientific community and is likely to contribute to the body of knowledge as follows.

· The study addresses the influence of intellectual capital and intangible assets, which forms a paradigm shift from the industrial to the knowledge economy.

· In the era of knowledge economy, this shift has resulted in a significant shift in company market value. 

· The study establishes that financial measures have been insufficient in reflecting the actual worth of these assets, which led to the development of several intellectual capital models to solve this discrepancy. This is a critical step in advancing research in this field.
· For businesses to effectively manage and utilize their intangible assets to enable ongoing development and competitive advantage within the knowledge economy, intellectual capital models are evaluated in order to give them a thorough understanding of these models. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is.
May also consider:

1. Knowledge Management and Intellectual Capital
2. Role of Knowledge Management on  Intellectual Capital
	

	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 moderately well-structured and provides a clear overview of the study's objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it can be strengthened to bring out the key issues strongly.
	

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

Improvement

Give an overview of the subject or topic before discussing the local, regional, and worldwide current conditions. Apply the funnel method.

 Respond to the following research questions in order to address the problem statement: What is the problem, why is it a problem, when did it become a problem, and how is it a problem? Who is the issue affecting? Bring out the contextual and empirical gap.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient in some instances. For example, some paragraphs do not have any reference, at all. This puts into question the authority of the message.
References which are more than 5 years old should be avoided in research. Such references  are not aligned with the topical issues in the field of study. The Author, in most instances has used references that are way beyond five years including 1998, 1997, 2000, 2003 just to name a few. 

However, Theories and Models may be accepted if a newer version/ is not available.
	

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


	Largely, the language and English used by the Author is suitable for this article. It is scholarly and easy to understand. 
However, in some cases, the Author gets quite casual and has sentences what start wrognly. Consider a more formal and scholarly approach.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Proofread and clean the entire document.
Address all the reference and use APA
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Jane Njeri Njenga, The Co-operative University of Kenya, Kenya
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


