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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript provides a historical overview of industrial development in Tanzania since its independence, covering various phases and strategies. It identifies the challenges and constraints faced by successive governments. The manuscript proposes ways to resolve issues, thus offering a basis for future research and policy development especially in developing countries. It is, therefore, a resource for researchers interested in development economics and industrial policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is comprehensive, although the phrase "Researcher's experiences" can be confusing. A more appropriate title that would better reflect the content of the article would be "Industrialization for Economic Development in Tanzania from Independence to Today: A Review of Historical Strategies, Challenges and Prospects".
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive, as it covers the main phases of Tanzania’s industrial development, the TDV 2025 goals, infrastructure progress, and key challenges. However, it is recommended to mention the influence of the colonialism, the major economic crises and more specific proposed solutions. Moreover, the phrase "Researcher's experiences" is recommended to be removed for the reasons explained above.   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The following suggestions may enhance the academic quality of the manuscript: 

1) Use of "Researcher's experiences": This phrase may be misleading, as mentioned above.

2) Methodology: A brief methodological framework would enhance the academic rigor. Literature review is missing.
3) Some statements lack evidence/references (e.g. corruption).  

4)  Proposed recommendations/solutions are broad and not specific. 

5)  Graphs lack labels, thereby impeding the understanding of the presented data.
6)  Critical analysis and synthesis are lacking. The text is structured with a chronological narrative. Moreover, there are phrases that are not supported by evidence.
7)  The limitations of the research are not addressed. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a balance between recent and older sources, which is justified by the nature of the review. However, the manuscript includes an excessive number of references for its length and covers a wide range of topics. Also, some citations are missing from the bibliography (e.g., Osberg, 2017; Martorano et al., 2017) and the access date is not provided for the online source https://www.tanzaniainvest.com/economy. Additionally, inconsistencies are observed between the referencing of sources in the bibliography and their citation within the text, which necessitates a thorough revision. 
	

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


	The manuscript includes scientific terms, but grammatical and syntactical errors reduce its readability and professional quality. Careful proofreading would improve its suitability for scientific publication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The enumeration in the text contains a duplication of the number 6. The chapter numbers need to be corrected.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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