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	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence on how firm characteristics influence financial stability in the context of emerging markets, specifically Kenya.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable 
	

	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 informative but too lengthy, repetitive, and poorly structured. It needs major revision to make it concise, coherent, and aligned with standard academic abstract writing conventions. In this regard, you are encouraged to reduce wordiness by focusing only on objectives, methods, findings, conclusion and recommendation. Also, refine your language style and eliminate repetitive “it was concluded” statements; use smoother transitions. Again, shorten your recommendations. Present your recommendation in one concise sentence instead of multiple detailed points.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, but the whole work needs to be streamlined by the author 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Major Revision: (>7-8)




	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr Haruna Tanimu Mohammed

	Department of Reviewer
	Business Administration and Management

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	The Federal Polytechnic, Bida, Niger State, 

	Country of Reviewer
	Nigeria

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Principal Lecturer 

	Email ID of Reviewer
	Harunatm73@gmail.com/mohammed.haruna@fedpolybida.edu.ng

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	+2348036268283

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Expert in Business administration, human, corporate finance, and entrepreneurship with a strong focus on SME development and sustainability in emerging markets.  



Created by: EA
              Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO
   
Version: 3(07-07-2024)


