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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 research topic is relevance to the current trend of the discussion topic creating valuable insight from the research. The research focus on Kenya which is an under explored geographical area for the study which is believed will narrow down the gap in the literature review over time. The study adopted the quantitative study method using the OLS suggesting ability to explore 
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	The abstract is relatively simple which can be improve by providing additional insight on the significant of the scope of study. In addition, it is good to highlight the data set that is involved for the study linking to the OLS regression as emphasized for the study. Summary of the outcome of the study will be good reflection on the abstract. 
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	Overall the research article is relevance but some parts are relatively simple and lack of critically discussed leading to a bit of gap in the study. There is also traces of use of AI in the article which is not ideal for the publication. 
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	Overall marks => 7
There is traces of using AI for the writing which is advisable to be amended before publication

There is lack of analysis for the literature review where the outcome of the previous papers are not critically highlighted.

The tables and figures are not properly named. 

The discussion on the impact of the relationship is not demonstrated in depth 

The methodology of the research can be highlighted to provide clear clarity on the research study.  
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