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	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 book provides an important addition by investigating how stakeholder perceptions influence the implementation of Competency-Based Education (CBE) in Kenya, a topic that is extremely relevant to both educational policy and practice in Sub-Saharan Africa. It emphasises the disconnect between policy design and classroom realities, providing empirical evidence that perceptions influence the effectiveness of reforms. Its findings have implications not only for Kenya, but also for other contexts undergoing curriculum transition.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is straightforward and descriptive. However, it might be somewhat improved for clarity and broader appeal, such as Stakeholder Perceptions and the Implementation of Competency-Based Education in Kenyan Junior Schools.
	

	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 thorough and well-structured, covering the purpose, methods, findings, and recommendations. It may benefit from a somewhat more focus on the findings' global implications, connecting Kenya's situation to worldwide CBE discussions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically valid. The methodology (mixed methods, census approach, regression and correlation analysis) is adequate and well-supported. The findings are well presented and supported by evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, albeit some are out of date. Incorporating more current global literature (e.g., OECD reports, post-2022 CBE research) would improve the international foundation.


	

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


	The English is straightforward and scholarly, however some of the terminology is lengthy. Minor editing for clarity and flow is recommended, but the overall quality is acceptable for publishing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper addresses a key policy issue using methodological rigour and practical advice. It is well positioned to influence both academic discourse and policymaking. With small framing changes (title, abstract, references), it has the potential to make a substantial scholarly contribution.
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