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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 manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the field of gender and development, especially in the context of marginalised communities in Kenya. By combining quantitative (correlation/regression) and qualitative data, it shows that women’s involvement in planning and implementation is statistically linked to better project outcomes, while documenting barriers that depress participation in M&E. The local focus in Wajir South Sub-County contributes to practical, context-specific recommendations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is somewhat long and descriptive. It could be made more concise and focused. Suggested alternative: Women’s Participation and Community Project Success: Evidence from Wajir South Sub-County, Kenya
	

	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 and well-structured. I suggest a few refinements: there is a small grammatical issue: “employed adopted mixed-methods approach” should be “adopted a mixed-methods approach and adding one sentence on policy implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is appropriate to the research objectives. The findings are presented with statistical backing and align with the stated objectives. The interpretation of M&E insignificance is plausible, though the discussion could expand on whether this reflects methodological limits or deeper cultural/institutional barriers. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Sufficient but partly misaligned. Please check for relevance/ link to gender and community participation:

 Abbas, H., Ze, Y., & Ahmad, W. (2021). Competitive Approaches of Strategic Alliance in the Big Data Environment, a Moderating Role of Big Data Predictive Analytics in the Case of Telecommunication Sector of Pakistan. 

 Fields, A. P., Rodriguez, E. H., Jovanovic, M., Stern-Ginossar, N., Haas, B. J., Mertins, P., ... & Weissman, J. S. (2015). A regression-based analysis of ribosome-profiling data reveals a conserved complexity to mammalian translation. Molecular Cell, 60(5), 816-827.

Khisa, J., & Kariuki, A. (2022). Strategic alliances and firm performance: Evidence from Nairobi County’s motor vehicle industry. International Journal of Business and Management, 17(4), 56–67.

While there are strong classics (Becker, Okin, Cotter, Tavakol), consider adding more recent (2020–2024) gender, governance, and community participation sources, ideally from Kenya or Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication but requires light copy-editing to address grammar issues, repetition, and style inconsistencies. Examples of issues and suggested corrections:

Grammar/word choice: Original: “employed adopted mixed-methods approach” Suggested: “adopted a mixed-methods approach”

Original: “The research caried out by Kimathi and Mwangi (2022)” Suggested: “The research carried out by Kimathi and Mwangi (2022)”

Original: “Research methods forbusiness students” (reference entry) Suggested: “Research Methods for Business Students”

Sentence length / clarity: Original: “This reflects structural challenges that limit their roles beyond implementation into planning and monitoring.” Suggested: “This reflects structural challenges that restrict women’s roles in planning and monitoring, beyond basic implementation.”
Original: “Feedback mechanisms and assessment activities were largely controlled by men, limiting women’s ability to track progress, raise concerns, or influence future improvements.” Suggested: “Because men largely controlled feedback mechanisms, women had limited opportunities to track progress, raise concerns, or shape future improvements.”

Terminology consistency: In some sections you use “implementation and monitoring & evaluation”, while elsewhere you write “execution, monitoring, and reporting.” Choose one set of terms (suggest planning, implementation, monitoring & evaluation) and use it consistently throughout.
CBOs and VBOs are both mentioned — but the study seems focused on Community-Based Organizations (CBOs). Remove or clarify the term VBOs.

Tense consistency
Methods should use past tense: Original: “This study adopts a mixed-methods approach.” Suggested: “This study adopted a mixed-methods approach.”

Conclusions/Implications can use present tense for relevance: Original: “The study concluded that meaningful participation of women enhanced project outcomes.” Suggested: “The study concludes that meaningful participation of women enhances project outcomes.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable and well-structured manuscript addressing gender and development. The combination of quantitative and qualitative methods strengthens the analysis, and the policy recommendations are relevant and actionable. To enhance the paper further would suggest:

Streamlining the references by removing unrelated studies and replacing them with more recent gender and development sources (2020–2024).

Expanding the discussion on why women’s participation in monitoring and evaluation was not statistically significant — is it methodological (e.g., multicollinearity) or structural (e.g., exclusion from evaluative roles)?

Adding a stronger link between the theoretical frameworks (Liberal Feminism, Human Capital, Glass Ceiling) and the empirical findings in the Discussion/Conclusion.

Overall, the paper is a timely contribution that, with minor revisions, will be well-suited for publication and provide important insights for both academics and practitioners.
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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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