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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 topic in the emerging literature on the Blue Economy by examining the role of community engagement in influencing Blue-entrepreneurship performance in Tanzania. Coastal economies in developing countries often depend heavily on small-scale marine and coastal enterprises, and understanding the institutional and social factors that affect their performance is highly relevant for sustainable development policy. By applying social capital and participatory governance theories within a comparative district-level framework, the study contributes to the growing discourse on how community-based mechanisms influence economic outcomes in coastal entrepreneurship. The findings offer useful insights for policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners working on coastal livelihoods, sustainable entrepreneurship, and community-driven development strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the main focus of the study, including the key variables (community engagement and blue-entrepreneurship performance) as well as the geographical context (Bagamoyo and Kinondoni districts in Tanzania). The title successfully communicates the comparative nature of the research. However, for improved readability, the authors may consider slightly shortening the title by removing redundant wording while retaining the key concepts.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the research problem, methodology, and major findings. It effectively highlights the positive relationship between community engagement and entrepreneurial performance and summarizes the main policy implications. However, the abstract could be improved by briefly indicating the theoretical framework used (social capital and participatory governance theories) and by presenting the key empirical findings more concisely. Reducing repetition and tightening sentence structure would enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and methodologically structured. The mixed-method comparative design is appropriate for addressing the research objectives, and the integration of quantitative regression analysis with qualitative insights strengthens the overall analysis. The use of reliability testing, correlation analysis, and regression models demonstrates methodological rigor. The theoretical framework linking community engagement, social capital, and entrepreneurial performance is well established in the literature and appropriately applied. Nevertheless, the manuscript would benefit from clearer explanation of some methodological procedures, including the operationalization of community engagement indicators and the sampling process within districts. Additionally, more explicit discussion of potential limitations of self-reported performance data would strengthen the methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a comprehensive set of references drawn from reputable academic and institutional sources. Many references are recent and relevant to the themes of social capital, participatory governance, and Blue Economy development. The literature review appropriately integrates theoretical and empirical contributions from international research. However, the inclusion of additional empirical studies specifically related to coastal entrepreneurship or Blue Economy initiatives in African contexts could further strengthen the regional relevance of the study.
	

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

	The manuscript is generally written in understandable academic English, and the overall structure is coherent. However, several sections contain lengthy sentences and occasional grammatical inconsistencies that may reduce readability. Minor language editing and stylistic refinement would improve clarity and ensure consistency in academic tone. Careful proofreading is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well structured and provides clear sections for introduction, literature review, methodology, results, and discussion. The presentation of regression tables and hypothesis testing summaries is helpful for understanding the empirical findings. However, the discussion section could further elaborate on the broader implications of the findings for policy and practice in coastal economies beyond Tanzania. Additionally, including a conceptual framework figure illustrating the relationship between community engagement and entrepreneurial performance could improve the clarity of the theoretical model.

Considering the relevance of the research topic, the sound theoretical framework, and the appropriate empirical methodology, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on community engagement and Blue Economy entrepreneurship. However, some improvements are required regarding methodological clarity, language editing, and expansion of the discussion section.
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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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