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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	Yes, this paper is important for the scientific community. The Road Fund Board (RFB) is a government agency under the Ministry of Public Works, Transport, and Communications of Tanzania, whose primary function is to manage funds for the maintenance and development of the country's road network. This paper contributes to our understanding of how to transmit the socio-economic impacts of sustainable road financing and road maintenance in Tanzania by attempting to design and develop a theoretical model that can ultimately be used to identify, select, and define an appropriate set of indicators to transmit those socio-economic impacts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is apt. It's clear, concise, and informative. It accurately reflects the paper's content: how a theoretical model was designed to identify, select, and define appropriate indicators for evaluating the Socio-Economic Outcome (SEO) of sustainable road maintenance in Tanzania, based on research methodology and approach.
	

	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 this paper still needs some additions. The abstract only explains the background of the research and only explains the advantages of the designed model, but does not explain the researcher's findings. What are the research results from using the designed model to evaluate the socio-economic impact (Y) of sustainable road financing (X) and road maintenance (Z) in Tanzania? What are the appropriate indicators for evaluating the socio-economic impact after using the designed model? Not listed in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This paper still requires several additions to be considered scientifically valid. The research methodology is valid, and the results are presented clearly and concisely. The authors also discuss several contributions of the proposed framework to the body of knowledge, which the researchers have classified into two categories.

However, after explaining the Indicative Application and Results of the SEO-SRM-2025 Data Model, the researchers do not include a subheading regarding Conclusions or Recommendations based on their research findings that would summarize the entire content and findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, but they are not up-to-date. Most of the references used by researchers are dated before 2020. It would be a good idea to add references from more recent years, such as 2023, 2024, or 2025, regarding the research being conducted.
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, I found this paper to be well-written and informative. It makes a significant contribution to the field of socioeconomics and will likely be of interest to a wide range of researchers. However, some improvements could be made to the Abstract, as well as the addition of conclusions and recommendations, and the selection of the research year to make it more up-to-date.
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