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	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 manuscript explores the role of time planning in enhancing public service delivery efficiency within the rural context in a developing country. By grounding the analysis in Time Management Theory and employing quantitative methods, the authors provide empirical evidence that links individual time management behaviours to organizational outcomes, filling a gap in public administration literature focused on rural settings. The findings of the study offer practical implications for policymakers aiming to improve administrative efficiency in resource-constrained environments, particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, as it encapsulates the study’s focus on time planning, its impact on service delivery and the specific geographic context. However, the authors may consider dropping the word "Strategic” from the title as the manuscript primarily examines general time management practices.
	

	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 comprehensive as it effectively summarizes the study’s objectives, methodology, sample size, key findings, conclusions and recommendations. The authors may consider including the study’s limitations (e.g., its focus on a single district) as well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with theoretical foundation in Time Management Theory and a clear methodological framework combining descriptive, correlational and cross-sectional designs. The quantitative analysis is statistically sound and appropriately interpreted, supporting the rejection of the null hypothesis. The use of Slovin’s formula for sample size determination and stratified sampling enhances representativeness. The authors may consider addressing potential biases in self-reported questionnaire data (e.g., social desirability bias) and providing more detail on the validation of the Likert-scale instrument (e.g., reliability metrics like Cronbach’s alpha).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, covering a wide range of recent sources relevant to public administration, time management and service delivery in developing contexts.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, with clear, formal prose and appropriate use of technical terms. The manuscript maintains a consistent academic tone and effectively communicates complex statistical findings. However, some in-text citations lack publication years and a thorough editorial proofreading is recommended to address the typographical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a novel contribution by examining time planning’s impact on public service delivery in a rural context. Minor revisions are advised to address the issues identified above. These revisions would enhance the scholarly impact and publication readiness of this manuscript.
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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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