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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the role of strategic leadership, specifically strategic flexibility and strategic execution, in enhancing competitiveness and organizational sustainability within the manufacturing sector of Kogi State, Nigeria. By empirically validating these relationships, the study contributes to the growing body of knowledge on leadership effectiveness in developing economies, where research is relatively limited. The findings offer practical implications for organizational leaders aiming to build resilience and long-term viability in dynamic market conditions. As such, this research holds relevance for scholars, policymakers, and practitioners interested in strategic management and sustainable industrial development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Impact of Strategic Leadership on Competitiveness and Organizational Sustainability: Evidence from Manufacturing Firms in Kogi State, Nigeria
	

	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.


	a) Lacks clarity on variables and structure.
· The abstract doesn’t clearly separate the problem statement, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusion, which are common expectations in academic journals.

b) Missing contextual importance.
· It doesn’t justify why the study is important or what gap it fills in the literature.

c) Lacks numerical or statistical emphasis.
· Including effect sizes or R² values would add more scientific rigor.

d) Wordiness and redundancy.
· Some sentences can be shortened or merged to increase clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate, but there are a few areas where improvements would enhance its rigor and clarity.
a) Sampling Limitation:
· The sample is limited to 150 respondents from one state (Kogi), which may restrict generalizability. While not scientifically wrong, this should be explicitly acknowledged as a limitation.

b) Instrument Validity:
· The abstract and methodology briefly mention “content validity” but lack detail on how it was tested (e.g., expert review, pilot study). Including this would strengthen scientific transparency.

c) Literature Review Scope:
· While current literature is cited, a deeper critical analysis (e.g., theoretical debates, contradictory findings) would enrich the scientific depth of the literature review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, Good one 
	

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


	a) Grammar and Syntax Issues:
· Some sentences contain awkward phrasing or grammatical errors (e.g., subject-verb agreement, missing articles, inconsistent verb tenses).

· Example: “Finding showed that strategic flexibility has a significant effect…” → should be “Findings showed that…”
b) Wordiness and Repetition:
· Some parts are unnecessarily wordy and could be tightened for clarity.

· Example: “This data suggests that the gender representation is fairly balanced, with men slightly outnumbering women by 8%.” → This could be shortened without losing meaning.

c) Inconsistent Academic Tone:
· Phrases like “a big impact” or “stand out from the competition” are too informal for a scholarly article. Use more precise and formal expressions such as “a substantial influence” or “outperform competitors.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic in the field of strategic management, particularly within the context of developing economies, and offers empirical insights from Kogi State, Nigeria.

· The structure of the paper is logical, with a precise flow from the introduction to the conclusion. The use of regression analysis strengthens the credibility of the findings.

· However, the manuscript would benefit from language refinement to enhance its scholarly tone and eliminate minor grammatical issues.

· Overall, the study contributes to the literature on strategic leadership and organizational performance in manufacturing and can be of interest to researchers, practitioners, and policymakers. With revisions, it has the potential to be a strong addition to the journal.
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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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