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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 an important and context-specific issue by examining the effect of resource dedication on the performance of SACCOs in Garissa County, Kenya. Given that SACCOs play a pivotal role in financial inclusion and economic empowerment, particularly in developing regions, the findings contribute meaningfully to both academic literature and policy-making. The study also enriches the application of Resource-Based View (RBV) theory in cooperative financial institutions, offering insights that could be replicated in other counties and countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and aligned with the objectives of the study. It appropriately reflects both the key variable (resource dedication) and the population under study (SACCOs in Garissa County).
	

	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, as it clearly covers the background, research objective, methodology, findings, and even includes a recommendation for policy intervention, which is commendable. However, the presentation can be further improved. The theoretical foundation should be stated more clearly as “Resource-Based View Theory” rather than simply “Resource-Based.” Some sentences are abrupt and could be refined for better flow and readability. While the inclusion of a recommendation is a strength, the conclusion section of the abstract would benefit from emphasizing the broader implications for both SACCO performance and cooperative sector policy. Additionally, the keywords section is incomplete and requires correction.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is methodologically and scientifically sound. The research design is appropriate, the use of census sampling is justified, and reliability and validity checks strengthen the study’s credibility. The application of both descriptive and inferential statistical tools, including regression and correlation, is correctly executed. One minor improvement would be to provide more detail on how financial management effectiveness was assessed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include several recent works (2022–2025). However, the study could be strengthened by adding more updated literature on the Resource-Based View in cooperative and microfinance contexts, which would deepen the theoretical discussion.
	

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


	Yes, the English is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Nonetheless, minor grammatical errors and occasional awkward phrasing are present. A careful language edit would further improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-prepared paper with clear objectives, sound methodology, and meaningful findings. The results are well supported by the data, and the recommendations are practical. With small improvements in the abstract, language refinement, and a slight expansion of references, the paper would be ready for publication.
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