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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.


	The study is meaningful and could make a useful contribution to the literature and practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative. However, the preposition “on” is slightly awkward. Replacing it with “and” would make it smoother.
	

	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 covers the aim, methodology, sample, analyses, main findings and recommendations. It is comprehensive and informative. However:

i. It’s quite dense and could be trimmed for flow.

ii. •
There’s a possible inconsistency between “35.5% variance” and the reported R² = .325 (which is 32.5%). This should be double-checked.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	i. The research design (quantitative, correlational, census sampling) is sound.

ii. Validity and reliability are addressed well; Cronbach’s Alpha values are reported.

iii. Statistical tests (Pearson correlation, regression) are appropriate for the research question.

iv. Literature review is grounded in established theories (Herzberg, Hackman & Oldham) and linked to relevant African and international studies.

One suggestion: the discussion could move beyond confirming past studies and engage more critically with what these results mean for rural Kenya specifically. Methodologically sound with a small opportunity for deeper discussion.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive with a good mix of recent (2020–2023) and classic sources.

Minor issues:

i. A few DOIs are missing or incomplete.

ii. Ensure consistent formatting.
	

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


	Overall, the language is clear and professional. There are occasional long sentences that could be split for readability. A few grammatical adjustments are needed (“on” vs. “and,” “then there was” could be simplified, tense consistency).
	

	Optional/General comments


	i. The tables are useful and easy to follow. Table captions could be more self-contained.

ii. Limitations should be stated explicitly (e.g., reliance on self-reported data, lack of qualitative triangulation).

iii. The conclusion is solid but could expand implications for future research and leadership policy.

This is a strong manuscript with a clear focus, robust methodology, and practical significance. With minor edits for clarity, statistics, and reference formatting, it should be in good shape for publication
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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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