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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 a relevant and underexplored issue within the context of maritime transportation in developing countries, specifically the sustainability of fast ferries in Tanzania. By focusing on practical variables such as competition, service quality, and perceived cost, it contributes valuable empirical data that can inform both academic research and policy-making. The study’s findings offer insights that are applicable not only in the East African region but also in other coastal or island economies facing similar transportation and sustainability challenges. Therefore, the manuscript adds meaningful value to the scientific discourse on sustainable transport systems in emerging markets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Assessment of Factors Affecting Sustainability of Fast Ferries Transportation in Tanzania," is generally appropriate as it clearly conveys the main objective and scope of the study.
	

	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 mostly comprehensive, as it outlines the study’s objective, methodology, key variables, analytical tools (regression), and main findings. However, it has several weaknesses that should be addressed for improved clarity and academic rigor.
· Sentences are overly long and wordy. Phrasing such as "have been generated positive with significant effect statistically" should be revised to "showed a statistically significant positive effect."

· The abstract should briefly mention that the sample was taken from Azam Marine Company Ltd and consisted of 89 respondents. This adds transparency.

· The recommendation in the abstract is unclear. Instead of "should rational in cost assessment," use "should carefully assess operational costs to enhance long-term business sustainability."

· Phrases like "sustainability in fast ferries transportation in Tanzania is affected with competition and perceived cost" are repeated. This should be condensed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in structure and statistical technique, but it requires substantial improvements in measurement validity, theoretical integration, and interpretation depth.

· There is no detailed description of how key constructs (e.g., “perceived cost,” “service quality”) were operationalized or validated. This weakens construct validity.
· The sample is drawn from a single company (Azam Marine), which limits external validity and broader applicability of the results.

· The interpretation of regression results is superficial, and p-values are not contextualized with effect sizes or confidence intervals.

· The analysis assumes direct effects without accounting for potential moderating or mediating variables (e.g., company size, route availability, seasonal variation).

· The theoretical foundation (Business Enterprise Theory) is underdeveloped and not clearly linked to the hypotheses or interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficiently recent or academically robust. The author should revise the literature review to incorporate peer-reviewed, contemporary sources, particularly from journals in transportation, logistics, and sustainability, to enhance credibility and contextual relevance.
	

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


	Significant revision is needed to correct grammatical errors, improve clarity, and adopt a more formal academic tone. Professional English editing is strongly recommended prior to publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript with substantial revision, especially in language, interpretation, and structure, it has potential to be accepted.
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