EUROPEAN SCIENTIFIC JOURNAL FESI

Manuscript: “Financial Behaviour and Retirement Planning in Kenya, Assessing
the Role of Self-Control Bias”

Submitted: 12 July 2021

Accepted: 22 July 2021

Published: 31 July 2021

Corresponding Author: Cynthia Stella Waga
D0i:10.19044/esj.2021.v17n23p348

Peer review:

Reviewer 1: Maria Garbelli
Universita Degli Studi di Milano Bicocca

Reviewer 2: Maka Ghaniashvili
Ivane Javakhishvili Thilisi State University, Georgia

Reviewer 3: Paul Waithaka
Kenyatta University, Kenya



ESJ Manuscript Evaluation Form 2021

This form is designed to summarize the manuscript peer review that you have
completed and to ensure that you have considered all appropriate criteria in your
review. Your review should provide a clear statement, to the authors and editors, of
the modifications necessary before the paper can be published or the specific reasons
for rejection.

Please respond within the appointed time so that we can give the authors timely
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ESJ editorial office would like to express its special gratitude for your time and
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[Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 4

(Please insert your comments)

Perhaps it would be useful to give an idea of the relation of the three items
included in the title... for instance ‘financial behavior and retirement plannins:
assessing the role of self-control bias’ (that’s just an idea not a suggestion...)

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 5
results.

(Please insert your comments)




3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 4
mistakes in this article.

(Please insert your comments)

I found some very few punctuation mistakes, | suggest you to give a glance. For
instance, second half of page 4, the semicolon before the list is not correct:

The objectives of this paper are to;

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

(Please insert your comments)

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5

(Please insert your comments)

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 4
supported by the content.

(Please insert your comments)

I appreciated the conclusions, although probably a little bit squeezed. | suggest
you can go a little deeper in this paragraph with more detailed references to
the results of your work.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

(Please insert your comments)
Nothing to point

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed X

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
The paper is well structured, and | feel it already is ready for publication.

You maybe go a step further by reasoning on improving the title, which is very clear |
must say, but not that informative as it could be.

Also, conclusions could remark the findings in a more descriptive wa
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purpose, design/methodology/approach, findings, and implications/value, for
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