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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.


	This manuscript discusses the issue of academic integrity in secondary schools by investigating how a student’s perceived value of cheating has impacted their decision to cheat and will continue to influence that decision (and potentially impact the overall image of academic integrity). This manuscript is worthy of particular attention for its unique contribution to this field of study because it provides valuable data from Garissa Township, which is not well represented within the body of literature on academic integrity. The use of both surveys and interviews allows for a comprehensive understanding of the reasons behind exam cheating and to understand the impact of social and cultural norms; social expectations, as well as the context within the school, may provide additional context for a student’s individual choices regarding cheating. The findings of this research will be of particular interest to educators and policymakers that are attempting to maintain the integrity of the examination system and mitigate the continued negative effects of cheating.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Perceived Benefits as Determinant of Academic Integrity and Examination Malpractices in Secondary Schools in Garissa Township Sub County, Kenya,” is generally suitable because it reflects the main variables studied and the geographical focus of the research.
	

	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 provides a high-level overview of the study's aim, analysis, and finding. There is, however, too much detail for an abstract; for example, there are excessive numbers concerning study trials and demographic data. The abstract should be simplified, fewer details should be given regarding the sample, and a clear presentation of the main findings would help convey an accurate impression of the results. A more streamlined abstract would help enhance readability and clarify the report.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the article represents acceptable science. The research question, design and analysis align with the stated purpose of the study. A descriptive survey design and use of Pearson correlation are an appropriate method for examining the association between perceived benefits and examination malpractice. The findings are generally consistent with the reporting of the methods used. However, there are some opportunities for improvement including providing greater justification for the sampling methodology, clarifying some of the theoretical rationales, and improving how results are structured to reduce redundancy. Despite these areas of improvement, the basic science has been conducted satisfactorily, and the findings provide adequate support for the conclusions drawn in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Referring to the references cited in the manuscript, there is a fair distribution of references between newer and older articles. However, there could be some areas in which more up-to-date sources should be added to provide a stronger foundation for the manuscript. The more recent literature on the following topics would strengthen the manuscript: research on academic dishonesty, social norms, and ethics in education. The addition of current studies conducted in the past five years, especially regarding academic cheating behavior, academic pressures, and interventions for improving academic integrity at the secondary school level, would enhance the degree of authority for this manuscript.
Also, incorporating additional peer-reviewed empirical research articles instead of using blogs would greatly improve the quality of references used on this manuscript.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article addresses a significant issue impacting education systems, with recommendations for improving excessive examination malpractice among secondary schools based on how students perceive these advantages. Additionally, this article's mixed methods approach to these findings provides further information regarding this matter.
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