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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.


	The manuscript is relevant to a significant and growing field of study in the larger framework of the Blue Economy and sustainable coastal development. The study offers useful empirical evidence on the involvement of social capital and participatory governance systems in defining entrepreneurial performance by analyzing how community engagement and blue-economy businesses are related to each other in Tanzania. The comparative study of Bagamoyo and Kinondoni districts further adds to the research by emphasizing the way institutional and socio-economic contexts of the localities determine the success of the community engagement. The findings in general can help to add to the existing literature on sustainable entrepreneurship, community-based resource management, and inclusive economic development in coastal areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is adequate and well-illustrative of the primary interest of the research. It establishes the main variables - the community engagement and blue-entrepreneurship performance and sets the comparative environment in Tanzania. Nevertheless, the title can be made a little bit more straightforward. One of the alternatives may be: Community Engagement and the Performance of Blue-Economy Enterprises in Tanzania: Evidence on Bagamoyo and Kinondoni Districts.
	

	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 usually clear and concise and outlines the research objectives, methodology, and main findings well. It can be, though, made a little shorter to make it easier to read. The authors can also briefly underscore the comparative aspect of the study and the policy implications of the findings on the development of the Blue Economy in Tanzania.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is well-structured and methodological and adheres to a proper research format with relying on the appropriate theory like social capital and participatory governance. Mixed methods, correlation analysis, and regression models are suitable to solve the objectives of the research. Nevertheless, the authors might have more elaborated on how the Community Engagement Index was created and accepted the shortcomings of the cross-sectional approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources cited in the manuscript are mostly topical and sufficient, encompassing both theoretical base sources and recent institutional reports. They give the study a good background. However, the literature review can be further enhanced with a few recent empirical studies regarding the topic of Blue Economy entrepreneurship and community-based coastal development.
	

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


	The language is mostly suitable used in academic writing and the points are clear. Nevertheless, there are comparatively long and repetitive sentences. Small grammatical corrections and proof-reading would enhance clarity, readability, and general presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript covers a significant aspect regarding sustainable coastal development and sustainable entrepreneurship in the context of the Blue Economy. The study has a good element in the comparative district-level analysis. To enhance the paper further, the authors can revise the methodological explanation and better table and results presentation. In general, the study has potential and can have significant contribution with Spring cleaning.
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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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