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	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 contributes empirically by examining the adoption of green banking practices in Nairobi’s commercial banking sector and their effect on carbon emissions reduction. The data collection is by generating primary data from employees, supported with disclosure reports, and linking banking practices to measurable sustainability outcomes. This is very relevant for the scientific community as it fills the research gap in African contexts, contributes to climate finance literature, and suggests policy insights for emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title doesn’t require any changes as it clearly defines scope and findings of the manuscript.
	

	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 with objectives, findings, methodology everything explained perfectly. It can though add limitations and originality in Nairobi Context. This is the addition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with sound methodology (survey + secondary reports, descriptive + regression analysis). Results are clearly presented and logically interpreted. The conclusions are consistent with data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, recent and relevant (2021-2025). A few additional references on African-specific context would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written, clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor editing in some sections improve conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study should highlight policy implications more explicitly for regulators like the Central Bank of Kenya.
· The results on Scope 3 emissions should be discussed more critically, as they represent the largest emissions share in banking activities.

· Include limitations(sample size, geographical restrictions) and scope for further research
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