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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Importance of the Manuscript:  
This manuscript addresses an important topic by analyzing the determinants of profitability in commercial banks, specifically focusing on both bank-specific and macroeconomic factors within the Kenyan context. The study's relevance stems from its potential to inform policymakers and bank managers on strategies to enhance bank profitability, especially in emerging economies. The findings provide insights into how asset size, capital allocation, and market concentration impact profitability, which could guide strategic decisions in the banking sector. Overall, the study is timely and valuable for understanding the financial performance of banks in developing economies like Kenya.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly identifies the focus on bank-specific and macroeconomic determinants and the Kenyan banking sector
	

	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 clear and provides a good summary of the study's objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, I suggest the following revision:

   Recommendation: Add a sentence clarifying the main practical implications of the findings, such as how banks can apply the results to improve profitability.

	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, the subsections are well-organized and logically structured. The manuscript follows a coherent flow, from the introduction to the conclusion, ensuring that readers can easily follow the argument and findings.

	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The use of panel data methodology and the application of econometric models like fixed effects and random effects are appropriate for analyzing the determinants of profitability. The study incorporates rigorous statistical tests (Hausman test, Levin-Lin-Chu unit root test, multicollinearity tests) to ensure the validity of the findings. The authors have also correctly employed relevant financial performance indicators such as Return on Equity (ROE). These aspects contribute to the study's reliability and accuracy.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The references are sufficient, but some are slightly dated. To strengthen the study, you might consider incorporating more recent literature on bank profitability, especially from the last five years. This will help to situate your findings within the current global context.

	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	. Language/English Quality:  
The manuscript is generally well-written, but there are minor grammatical and punctuation issues. A professional proofreading session would enhance readability and clarity. For example:
   - Sentences in the literature review section could be more concise.
   - Ensure consistent use of tenses when describing past studies and findings.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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