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Reviewer Comments

1. Importance of the Manuscript
This script discusses a most pertinent problem in supply chain management, specifically the contributions of dock-to-stock time to improving efficiency in performance. It presents empirical data from a developing country context; hence it is novel and practically relevant. The research's concentration on Nairobi-based manufacturing companies avails a gap in research and offers relevant insights to academics and the industry.

2. Title
The title, as it is now, is correct and clearly indicates the contents of the manuscript. It may, however, be somewhat revised for brevity. 
Proposed title: “Impact of Dock-to-Stock Time on Supply Chain Performance of Manufacturing Firms in Nairobi County”.

3. Abstract
     The abstract summarizes the study well, but it is too lengthy and slightly redundant. Think of shortening it to 200–250 words. Clearly mention the sample size (323), analysis technique (hierarchical regression), and most important findings (Adjusted R² = 0.721, p < 0.05) to facilitate clarity.

4. Scientific Soundness
The paper is methodologically robust and scientifically well-supported. Hierarchical regression and controlled variables are appropriately used, but the reasons behind hierarchical regression and controlled variables must be explicitly mentioned. Better connections between results and literature already provided in the literature review must be discussed.

5. References
The sources are primarily contemporary and pertinent. There are, however, some redundancies (e.g., Nyambura, 2018 appears twice). Think about eliminating duplicates and including 1–2 more international or regional sources from 2023–2024 on warehouse performance or dock-to-stock cycle efficiency.

6. Language and Structure
Overall, the language is good but needs improvement. There are some grammatical errors and redundancy, especially in the abstract and introduction. Make long sentences shorter and more understandable. Keep verb tense and layout consistent throughout sections. Moreover, refrain from repeating one figure (Conceptual Framework) twice.

7. Final Recommendation

The manuscript is significant, methodologically strong, and contributes to the literature. There is a need for minor revision to enhance clarity, minimize repetition, deepen discussion, and address formatting and referencing concerns. Upon revision, the manuscript will be ready for publication.
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