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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 paper is well structured and has a scientific relevance as far as public engagement is concerned. The manuscript is vital for the scientific community because it increases public trust and support in addition to learning opportunities for both public nad scientists. Since public engagement can be a constructive plateform for public views to be considered with scientific expertise, the manuscript offers a more comprehensive and qualitative research approach through reviews of existing literature. 
	

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

	The title suggest a thorough, in depth case study focused on the Mining Company’s complex relationship with different stakeholders. The article certainly provides significant insights into real world stakeholder engagement challenges and successes beyond a surface level public relations approach. 
	

	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 well structured, lucid and coherent and provides a comprehensive problem solving approach including diverse community perspectives. 
Including 1-2 sentences on policy implications aligned with the findings may enhance it. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The paper is highly relevant in contributing to the larger scientific understanding of effective stakeholder engagement and corporate social responsibility particularly in the context of developing nation. In addition  offering a qualitative case study, the current study offers context, specific engagement tactics that go beyond superficial public relations.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The refernces are substantial and recent.  However more Studies on sector-specific public engagement  impacts in African or comparable economies are notably absent.

	

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

	
The manuscript is generally well-written, but there are minor issues in the literature review which to some extent lacks coherence. 



	

	Optional/General comments

	Conclusion should be followed by future research directions.
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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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