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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.

	This manuscript advances urban green infrastructure scholarship by empirically demonstrating how governance fragmentation, misaligned actor interests, and limited community capacity collectively undermine the sustainability of urban green system maintenance in rapidly urbanizing contexts. Grounded in multi-actor qualitative evidence, the study moves beyond normative calls for participation to reveal the structural conditions that constrain effective engagement and accountability. By situating community-level actors within broader institutional and policy frameworks, the findings refine theories of collaborative governance and urban sustainability in the Global South. The study provides actionable insights for designing governance mechanisms that align interests, strengthen local capacity, and enhance the long-term resilience of urban green systems.
	

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

	Based on the content of the provided document, the current title, "Challenges Facing Engagement of Actors in Supporting the Maintenance of Urban Green Systems", is generally suitable and accurate, but it could be improved to be more specific and impactful.Other alternative suggestions;
"Challenges Facing Actor Engagement in Urban Green System Maintenance: A Case Study of Dar es Salaam, Tanzania"/ "Community Engagement in Urban Green Systems: Barriers and Coordination Challenges in Tanzania"
	

	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.

	Based on the content provided, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured, covering the essential elements of the study (objective, methods, results, and conclusion). It effectively summarizes the methodology and the key finding regarding the inability of groups to register due to a lack of knowledge/skills.Suggestion:
· Brief Contextual Opener: Start with one sentence highlighting the role of actors or green systems in city resilience to set the stage.
Suggestion: "Urban green systems are vital for city resilience, yet their maintenance relies heavily on the effective engagement of diverse actors."
· The "Lack of Agreement" Finding: The text explicitly states that "none of the conservation groups... had an agreement" and this "hampers accountability". This is a critical finding separate from the constitution/registration issue.
Suggestion: Include a mention that engagement is hindered by "the absence of formal agreements between government authorities and community groups."
· Specific Recommendation: The conclusion of the paper suggests establishing an "independent institution". The current abstract's conclusion is somewhat generic ("improve coordination").
Suggestion: Specify that the study recommends "establishing an independent institution to coordinate roles and harmonize conflicting interests."
Points to Delete or Condense:
· Methodological Detail: The abstract spends three sentences on methods. This could be condensed into one or two sentences to make room for the additional findings mentioned above without exceeding word count limits.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	 Recency: Excellent. Approximately 30-40% of the citations are from the last 4 years (e.g., Casprini et al., 2023; Francis et al., 2023; Ge et al., 2024). This ensures the study is grounded in current debates.
Sufficiency: Good, but with room for improvement in specific thematic areas. The paper relies heavily on general "engagement" literature. Adding works specifically on land governance and power dynamics in African cities would provide better theoretical support for your findings regarding "land rent vs. conservation" conflicts.
To deepen the discussion on the challenges identified in your results (specifically land conflicts and power struggles), consider incorporating the following:
On Land Governance & Conflict in Dar es Salaam: Your results mention town planners prioritizing land rent over greening. Supporting this with literature on the political economy of land in Dar es Salaam would be impactful.
Suggestion: Kombe, W. J. (Various works on informal land management and governance in Tanzania).
Suggestion: Kuch, A., et al. (2018). Urban land governance in Dar es Salaam. (International Growth Centre).
On Power Dynamics in African Urban Green Spaces: You mention "power relations" as a challenge. Literature on the political ecology of urban green spaces in Africa would strengthen this argument.
Suggestion: Adjei-Mensah, D., et al. (Works on power struggles in urban green space management in Ghana/Africa).
Suggestion: Mensah, C. A. (2014/2015). Urban Green Spaces in Africa: Nature and Challenges.
Formatting Corrections Required
Please review the reference list for the following incomplete citations:
van der Jagt et al. (2017): The journal name is listed as "NA".
Correction: This likely refers to Nordic Journal of Architectural Research, Vol. 28, No. 3 (2016), titled "Participatory governance of urban green spaces: trends and practices in the EU." Please verify and update.
Hassan & Mombo (2017): The citation is just a URL.
Correction: Provide the full journal name (likely International Journal of Natural ResourceEcology and Management), volume, and page numbers.
Molla (2020): The page range is incomplete ("220-").
Correction: Provide the full page range.

	

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

	Reduce Passive Voice: While passive voice is common in science, using active voice for your findings makes the paper more engaging (e.g., "The study reveals..." instead of "It was revealed by the study...").
Harmonize Terminology: Ensure that terms like "community-level actors," "stakeholders," and "conservation groups" are used consistently throughout the paper.





	

	Optional/General comments

	



	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

yes
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