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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript addresses a critical gap in the literature by focusing on youth participation in community development in the contexts of Fafi Sub-County, Kenya. The findings are highly relevant for policymakers, development practitioners, and academics seeking to understand the socio-economic and institutional barriers that limit youth engagement. Using underpinning theories: Social Capital Theory, Maslow’s Hierarchy of Needs, and the Theory of Planned Behavior, the study provides a solid conceptual grounding and contributes to the global discourse on sustainable development. 

Importantly, the emphasis on policy-driven interventions and economic empowerment resonates with current development priorities across Africa, making the work timely and impactful.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the scope and focus of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive, outlining the objectives, theoretical framework, methodology, key findings, and implications. 

Suggestions for improvement:

· Consider shortening sentences for better flow and readability.

· Highlight the practical contributions (e.g., specific recommendations for policymakers) more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and employs appropriate research design and statistical analysis. 

The use of correlation and regression models is valid, and the interpretations are consistent with the data presented. 

The integration of theory into empirical findings strengthens the scientific value. 
	

	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 include studies (2023–2025). 
	

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


	The language is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. 

Minor grammatical and try to smoothing out overly long sentences and ensuring consistent tense use would further improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, but the Discussion section could be further enriched by linking findings more explicitly to policy and practice.
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