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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 is important because it addresses the persistent challenge of sustainable housing delivery in developing urban contexts by foregrounding the role of community engagement in municipal governance. By focusing on Chinhoyi Municipality, the study contributes context-specific insights that are valuable for policymakers, urban planners, and local government authorities operating in similar socio-economic environments. The paper advances the discourse beyond technical housing provision to emphasize participatory governance, accountability, and stakeholder inclusion as critical determinants of sustainability. Overall, the study provides a practical and policy-relevant perspective that strengthens understanding of how localized engagement strategies can enhance long-term housing outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is suitable because it clearly reflects the core variables of the study, community engagement and sustainable housing delivery, while specifying the geographic focus on Chinhoyi Municipality. It accurately communicates both the thematic emphasis and the contextual setting of the research. The inclusion of “Insights” appropriately signals an analytical exploration rather than a purely descriptive account.
	

	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 generally comprehensive as it outlines the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. It effectively communicates the importance of community engagement in sustainable housing delivery and provides a clear indication of the study’s context.
However, minor refinements could strengthen clarity and focus. The abstract may benefit from slight condensation to enhance readability and reduce repetition. Additionally, it would be helpful to include one or two more specific findings, such as particular engagement mechanisms or measurable outcomes identified, to make the results more concrete. Reorganizing the abstract to strictly follow a conventional structure, namely background, objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusions, could further improve flow.
Overall, the abstract adequately captures the scope of the study, and these adjustments would enhance precision and impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, the manuscript is conceptually sound and methodologically appropriate for a study examining community engagement in municipal housing delivery. The theoretical grounding in participatory governance and sustainable development frameworks is relevant, and the research design aligns with the stated objectives.

However, some areas would benefit from clarification. The methodology section could provide more detail regarding data collection procedures, including sampling criteria, number of participants, and duration of engagement, to enhance transparency and replicability. In addition, while the findings discuss themes related to participation and sustainability, clearer linkage between specific data excerpts and the identified themes would strengthen analytical rigor.

The discussion section could also more explicitly differentiate between empirical findings and broader literature synthesis to highlight the study’s original contribution. Addressing these points would enhance methodological clarity and reinforce the scientific robustness of the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and demonstrate engagement with relevant literature on community engagement, sustainable housing, and municipal governance. The inclusion of both foundational theoretical works and more recent studies strengthens the contextual grounding of the manuscript.

However, the reference list should be carefully reviewed for consistency in formatting according to the journal’s style guide. Where possible, the authors may consider incorporating a few additional recent peer-reviewed studies from 2022 to 2024 on participatory urban housing models or municipal sustainability frameworks to further strengthen the contemporary relevance of the work.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally written in clear and understandable English, and the scholarly tone is appropriate. However, certain sections would benefit from minor language editing to improve conciseness and reduce repetition. Some sentences are lengthy and could be simplified for clarity. A careful copy edit to streamline phrasing and ensure consistent terminology would enhance overall readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and addresses an important municipal governance issue with practical implications.

Suggestions for enhancement:

• Consider including a summary table outlining key community engagement strategies identified and their observed impacts on housing delivery outcomes.
• A brief subsection acknowledging study limitations, such as geographic scope, participant diversity, or data constraints, would strengthen transparency.
• The conclusion could be slightly expanded to include specific policy recommendations for municipal authorities.

These suggestions are optional and intended to enhance practical applicability. The study remains strong in its current conceptual framing.
Rationale:

This manuscript presents a policy relevant and contextually grounded examination of community engagement in sustainable housing delivery within Chinhoyi Municipality. The study is conceptually coherent, addresses an important urban governance issue, and provides practical insights that can inform municipal planning and stakeholder engagement strategies. Minor revisions are recommended to enhance methodological transparency, strengthen the linkage between empirical findings and thematic analysis, and improve language concision. These revisions are straightforward and do not require fundamental restructuring. With these adjustments, the manuscript will make a meaningful contribution to scholarship on sustainable housing and participatory governance
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical concerns are evident in the manuscript. If human participants were involved in data collection, the authors should confirm that appropriate ethical clearance and informed consent procedures were obtained.
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