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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 addresses key urban planning challenges in Bamenda, Cameroon, focusing on market accessibility and management. It highlights the socio-economic implications of market configurations and provides valuable recommendations for policymakers. Its findings are significant for improving urban sustainability and market efficiency, making it a relevant contribution to urban geography and planning.
	

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

	Yes, the title accurately represents the content of the manuscript and is suitable.
	

	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 informative but could be enhanced by including specific details on the methodology (e.g., sample size, analytical tools) and key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. However, the methodology section could be clearer, especially regarding data analysis techniques. The discussion section should provide deeper insights into the implications of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but would benefit from additional recent and region-specific studies to improve the manuscript's relevance.
	

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

	The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor improvements in structure and flow, particularly in the Results and Discussion sections, could enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript would benefit from comparisons with similar studies in other African cities to provide broader context and relevance.
	























	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? 

	No ethical issues were identified.

	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests were reported.
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected; the content appears original.
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”




	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	  Overall Marks: 7.5/10
The manuscript addresses an important topic and offers valuable findings but requires revisions in methodology clarity, deeper analysis, and updated references.
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