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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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 presented research holds significant importance for scientists because it discloses crucial elements that influence grassroots innovation activity in Tanzania. The systematic evaluation of grassroots innovation journeys relies on PESTLE and SWOT analysis frameworks to analyze political, economic, social, technological, legal and environmental forces. The study adds to innovation ecosystem research by presenting evidence that supports policies enabling financial stability and community-connected innovation for sustainability. Through extensive policy recommendations the study extends practical methods for advancing grassroots innovation thus establishing itself as fundamental knowledge for researchers and development practitioners who work in innovation and entrepreneurship fields.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Role of Local Knowledge and Indigenous Practices in Tanzania’s Grassroots Innovation Ecosystem
	

	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 covers all necessary points while requiring improvement in clarity as well as conciseness and completion. The paper should state its research goals while supporting ongoing studies about grassroots innovation processes in Tanzania. The developer recruitment process needs clarification in participant selection because it does not explain the specific methods used to identify innovators through national databases and trade fairs. The findings section requires additional enhancement through specified obstacles encountered by innovators while the policy recommendation section needs focus on precise improvements. Researchers should state the research gaps along with main barriers and enablers and describe participant selection methods in a simple way and summarize policy recommendations for easier reading.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	OK
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	OK
	

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


	OK
	

	Optional/General comments


	Needs some improvements in the results analysis
The paper causes ethical problems because it fails to protect the individual data obtained from 35 grassroots innovators together with key informants. The manuscript analyzes potential research biases together with study privacy issues and participant rights and investigator influence as well as data retrieval transparency. The manuscript needs to include an ethical review board approval statement together with consent protocols and specific steps to defend personal information and intellectual ownership rights of participants. The selection process for Tanzanian grassroots innovators requires an approach that guarantees fairness and inclusion toward their participation.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)


	


Reviewer details:

Maharshi Rahevar, Shree Swaminarayan Arts, Commerce & Science Collage, HNGU, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


