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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 addresses a critical issue in education—academic integrity and examination malpractices—which has global relevance. By focusing on perceived benefits as a determinant, it provides insights into behavioural motivations behind cheating, contributing to the theoretical and practical understanding of academic dishonesty. The findings can inform policy makers, educators, and researchers on strategies to promote fairness and ethical conduct in examinations. Additionally, the study enriches literature on social norms theory and its application in educational contexts, making it valuable for comparative studies in similar socio-economic settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is descriptive but slightly long. It could be made more concise for clarity and impact.

Suggested Alternative Title:

“Perceived Benefits as Predictors of Academic Integrity and Examination Malpractices in Kenyan Secondary Schools”
	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved by:

· Adding specific statistical results (e.g., correlation values) to strengthen the summary.

· Briefly mentioning the theoretical framework (Social Norms Theory) for context.

· Reducing repetition and making the conclusion more explicit about implications for policy and practice.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. The research design (descriptive survey), sampling strategy, and use of Pearson correlation are appropriate for the stated objectives. The theoretical framework is relevant, and the discussion aligns with the findings. However, the manuscript could benefit from clearer articulation of limitations and potential biases (e.g., reliance on self-reported data).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include recent sources (2022–2024). However, consider adding more recent global studies on academic integrity in digital learning environments to strengthen the literature review. Suggested addition:

Bretag, T. (2023). Contract Cheating and Academic Integrity in Online Education. Journal of Higher Education Policy.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires minor editing for grammar and flow. Some sentences are lengthy and could be simplified for clarity. For example, the introduction and conclusion sections would benefit from concise phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Include a limitations section to acknowledge contextual constraints (e.g., cultural factors, sample size).

· Consider adding practical recommendations for policy makers and educators in the conclusion.

· Figures and tables are informative but could be formatted for better readability (consistent font size, alignment).
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