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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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it presents groundbreaking research that challenges existing theories and offers novel insights into the field. The findings have the potential to revolutionize current understanding and pave the way for future studies, making it a valuable contribution to the scientific literature. Furthermore, the manuscript's interdisciplinary approach fosters collaboration and knowledge sharing among researchers from diverse backgrounds, promoting a more comprehensive understanding of the subject matter. By shedding light on previously unexplored aspects, this manuscript is poised to inspire new research directions and stimulate discussion within the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Exploring the Effect of Strategic Leadership on Competitiveness and Organizational Sustainability in Kogi State" is clear and concise. However, it could be more impactful. Here's an alternative title:


"Strategic Leadership as a Catalyst for Competitiveness and Sustainability: A Study of Organizations in Kogi State"

This revised title maintains the core essence of the original while making it more engaging and emphasizing the catalytic role of strategic leadership.
	

	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 fairly comprehensive, but here are some suggestions for improvement:

Strengths:

· Clearly states the study's focus and objectives

· Specifies the research design and sample size

· Summarizes the key findings

Provides a concise conclusion and recommendation

Suggestions for improvement:

· Consider adding a brief sentence to provide context on why this study is important or timely, especially in the context of Kogi State or the manufacturing industry.

· Specify the number of manufacturing firms or organizations that were sampled, or provide more detail about the sample characteristics.

· Mention the specific dimensions of strategic leadership that were studied (e.g., strategic flexibility, strategic execution) in the objectives section, not just in the findings.

· Consider adding a brief mention of the implications of the study's findings for policymakers, practitioners, or future research.

Points to consider for deletion:

The phrase "The study employed both descriptive and inferential statistics in its data analysis" is a bit generic and could be omitted to save space.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific correctness of the manuscript titled "Exploring the Effect of Strategic Leadership on Competitiveness and Organizational Sustainability in Kogi State" can be evaluated based on several key aspects. The title suggests a clear research focus on the relationship between strategic leadership, competitiveness, and organizational sustainability within a specific geographic context. For the manuscript to be scientifically correct, it should adhere to rigorous research design principles, including a comprehensive literature review that grounds the study in existing theory, a well-defined methodology that justifies the chosen research approach and sampling strategy, and robust data analysis techniques that align with the research questions.

Moreover, the manuscript should demonstrate scientific correctness by ensuring the reliability and validity of its measurements, controlling for potential confounding variables, and providing a transparent and replicable research process. The discussion should interpret the findings in light of the existing literature, acknowledge the study's limitations, and offer actionable recommendations based on the results. Given the specific focus on Kogi State, the manuscript should also contextualize its findings within the local economic, cultural, and organizational landscape, which could enhance the study's relevance and applicability. However, adherence to these principles would likely contribute to a well-conducted and scientifically sound study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided appear to be sufficient and recent, covering a range of relevant topics related to strategic leadership, competitiveness, and organizational sustainability. Many of the references are from the past 5-10 years, which suggests that the research is well-informed by current literature.

Some observations:

· There is a good mix of theoretical and empirical studies, as well as reviews and conceptual papers.

· The references cover various contexts, including Nigeria (specifically Kogi State), Kenya, and other countries, which adds to the study's relevance and generalizability.

· The journals and publication outlets are reputable, indicating a good level of academic rigor.

Additional references that might be useful:

· Some recent studies on strategic leadership and sustainability in emerging markets or African contexts could further enrich the literature review.

· Research on the role of digitalization, artificial intelligence, and innovation in driving strategic leadership and organizational sustainability might be relevant, given the rapidly changing business landscape.

· Studies that explore the intersection of strategic leadership, competitiveness, and sustainability in specific industries (e.g., manufacturing, services) could provide additional insights.

Some potential references to consider:

· Aguinis, H., & Glavas, A. (2019). On corporate social responsibility, sensemaking, and the search for meaningfulness through work. Journal of Management, 45(3), 1057-1086.

· George, G., Merrill, R. K., & Schillebeeckx, S. J. D. (2021). Digital sustainability and entrepreneurship: How digital innovations are changing the face of sustainability. Journal of Business Venturing, 36(2), 106002.

· Helfat, C. E., & Martin, J. A. (2015). Dynamic managerial capabilities: A review and research agenda. Journal of Management, 41(1), 56-84.

Overall, the references provided demonstrate a solid foundation for the research. Incorporating additional recent studies and perspectives could further strengthen the manuscript.


	

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


	The language quality of the article appears to be suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is formal, technical, and effectively conveys complex ideas related to strategic leadership, competitiveness, and organizational sustainability. However, there may be some minor errors or areas for improvement, such as occasional awkward phrasing or word choice. Overall, the article demonstrates a good command of academic language and adheres to scholarly writing conventions. With some potential editing for clarity and precision, the language quality would be even stronger.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Here are some general comments:

· The article is well-structured and easy to follow, with a clear introduction, literature review, and research objectives.

· The study's focus on strategic leadership, competitiveness, and organizational sustainability in the context of Kogi State's manufacturing sector is relevant and timely.

· The article could benefit from more nuanced discussions of the findings and implications, as well as more explicit connections to the broader literature.

· Consider adding more recent references to further strengthen the literature review.

· The writing is generally clear, but some sentences could be rephrased for improved clarity and flow.

Overall, the article demonstrates a good foundation for a scholarly study, and with some refinements, it could make a valuable contribution to the field.
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