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	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.


	This manuscript holds scientific importance by addressing a research gap, broadening theoretical scope, demonstrating rigorous methods in insecure environments, connecting different disciplines, and offering evidence relevant to policy. It contributes not only to Kenyan education research but also enriches the global conversation on education in conflict zones.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 informative and covers the core elements (background, aim, methodology, findings, and recommendations). However, for a research article targeting a scientific audience, it could be refined to make it more comprehensive, concise, and structured. I suggest deleting unnecessary sampling details (240 teachers, 32 head teachers, etc.), adding significance with specific manifestations such as absenteeism, morale decline, turnover, and refining the findings (filling a gap, relevance to SDGs, contribution to conflict-education research).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of design, theory application, and data analysis; however, it has limitations in sample size, clarity, and the framing of findings.

It would likely pass peer review with minor to moderate revisions, mainly if the issues of sampling, contradictory phrasing, and focus in the literature review are addressed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are crucial for both the scientific credibility and the publishability of your manuscript. However, several references (e.g., Harbson & Hanushek, 2012; NOUN, 2009; URT, 2013) are older than 10 years. In social sciences, this is acceptable for foundational works, and needs to be balanced with recent studies. 
	

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


	The manuscript generally uses formal, academic vocabulary (e.g., “empirically examine,” “statistically significant influence,” “triangulation”). However, (1) some sentences are long and cumbersome, making them difficult to follow. Example: “The study may have implications that the government policies, socio-cultural and economic, and the school factors are serving to erode the academic performance of primary School pupils.”

(2) Phrases like “examined from the point of view of a knowledge-based economy” could be simplified to “within a knowledge-based economy framework.”
(3) Some repetition of ideas (e.g., insecurity disrupts learning is repeated in multiple sections almost verbatim).

(4) References sometimes placed in awkward positions (e.g., Hanushek and Woessmann, (2020) should be Hanushek & Woessmann (2020).

(5) Use of colloquial phrases like “kids and instructors” should be replaced with “pupils and teachers.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript “Security Challenges and Teachers’ Performance in Public Primary Schools: Insights from Hulugho Sub-County, Garissa County, Kenya” presents a timely and relevant investigation into how insecurity undermines teacher effectiveness and student learning in a conflict-affected region. Scientifically, the study is well-grounded in theory (Social Support Theory), applies a methodologically sound mixed-method design, and provides statistically significant evidence of a negative relationship between security challenges and teacher performance. Its significance lies in filling a research gap at the intersection of education, conflict studies, and policy, offering insights applicable not only to Kenya but also to other fragile contexts.

However, the manuscript requires improvements in sampling justification, clarity of expression, and literature updating to strengthen its scholarly impact. The language quality is adequate but needs polishing for concise, academic communication. With revisions, particularly tightening the abstract, refining the literature review, correcting minor contradictions, and enriching references with recent and regionally relevant works, the paper can make a valuable contribution to scientific knowledge and inform education policy in conflict-prone areas.
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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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