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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 addresses an important aspect of sustainable rural development by exploring innovative community engagement strategies in road maintenance within Babati District Council, Tanzania. The topic is highly relevant to developing countries that struggle with infrastructure sustainability and limited government resources. The study is well-timed and offers useful insights for policymakers, local governments, and development practitioners. It also makes a significant contribution by linking participatory development theory with practical, technology-driven engagement mechanisms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and focus of the study. It effectively captures both the thematic and geographical scope. No change is required.
	

	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 is comprehensive and effectively summarizes the study’s background, objectives, methodology, major findings, and policy implications. However, it could be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the statistical methods used in data analysis and specifying that both quantitative and qualitative data were collected. This would make it more informative for readers scanning abstracts for methodological rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and logically organized. The methodology is clearly described, and the mixed-methods approach is appropriate for the research objectives. The integration of Participatory Development Theory strengthens the conceptual grounding. The discussion section meaningfully connects empirical findings with theoretical insights, showing coherence between data and conclusions. Minor improvement could be made by providing more detailed discussion of limitations and how they might affect the generalizability of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, current, and relevant to the study. Most sources are from recent years (2021–2025), indicating the author’s effort to engage with contemporary literature. However, including a few local Tanzanian policy documents or reports (such as those from TARURA or the Ministry of Works and Transport) could strengthen the contextual grounding.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written in clear, academic English. The tone is formal but accessible, and the flow between sections is smooth. Minor grammatical corrections (mainly punctuation and spacing issues) could be done during copyediting. Overall, the language quality is acceptable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper makes a valuable empirical contribution to understanding how participatory principles can be operationalized through digital tools, training, incentives, and collaboration. The study also provides a strong policy orientation. Tables are well-organized and informative. The conclusion is consistent with the objectives and data presented. I recommend minor revision mainly to refine the abstract, expand on study limitations, and ensure the formatting of references adheres fully to journal style.
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