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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.


	The manuscript provides insight into urban market conditions through qualitative and quantitative surveys and field investigations in Bamenda City, Cameroon. The presentation of results describes the current conditions well, along with data visualization and additional recommendations to alleviate the market situation. The paper’s content will benefit from some reorganization and additional citations. Also, discussion section is lacking in a good number of new citations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 may benefit from reorganization: 
· Shorten 1st to 5th sentences. 

· Then add 2-3 specific results. “key findings reveal…. & However….” are inferences, which are good but need to include specific results. 
· May need to shorten other sentences to stay within the word limit. 

· Add country to specify the location. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Strong Points: 
Major Weak Points: 
Intro/Literature Review

· Should distinguish and provide a brief literature review on location (country) specific market types; e.g., farmers market, neighborhood markets, weekly markets, etc. 
· Add this part either in the literature review or discussion. Should add a citation on a market role to alleviate food desert conditions, which is a common accessibility problem in urban areas of both developed and developing worlds. 
Methods

· The methods of analysis are not clear. Should include tools/programs (e.g., Excel) & methods (thematic/narrative/descriptive) used to analyze the quant/qual data. 

Results & Discussion
· Adequately analyze the figures. Explain the values on each bar. Include the standard error of the mean (SEM) where applicable if using bar graphs. 

· Adequately caption the figures and tables. Briefly indicate the data used and analysis methods. Use sentence upper case and lower case format & full sentences. For the fieldwork data, include the date (s) of the fieldwork, not just the year, a brief description of the data type used. 
· Perhaps use dots as a decimal separator. OR follow the journal format. 
· Writing Results and Discussion together is great but you must use additional citations (from Africa and other parts of the world) to synthesize the outcomes from multiple viewpoints. Specifically, add studies for scientific inference- meaning compare, support or contradict the findings of this study and validate the outcomes. 

· What other significance does your study fulfill in addition to the economic and employment benefits? The content will benefit from bringing in a few studies that recommend well-managed markets.
· Include a few limitations of the study. How those limitations may have impacted the outcomes of the study? How would you recommend overcoming those limitations?

· Include future directions for other scientists attempting to conduct this type of study. 

Recommendations
· It says “Based on the findings….” but how the recommendation categories were prepared is unclear. 

· What basis helped group recommendation categories into these specific areas? Were there specific survey questions you used? If so, indicate those.’

· Were other journal articles referred to? If so, Add citations to recommendations where applicable. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	New references for the discussion section are inadequate. 

· Writing Results and Discussion together is great but must use additional citations (from Africa and other parts of the world) to synthesize the outcomes from multiple viewpoints. Specifically, add studies for scientific inference- meaning compare, support or contradict the findings of this study and validate the outcomes. 

· What other significance does your study fulfill in addition to the economic and employment benefits? The content will benefit from bringing in a few studies that recommend well-managed markets.
	

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


	Writing Structure Suggestion
· Use the correct full form and acronym sequence. First, write the full form and the corresponding acronym together to use country acronyms such as USA.
· Follow journal guidelines for number and decimal representation. 
· Add adequate captions to all tables and figures.

· Minor edits on punctuation, spacing, grammar (tense), and sentence structure will benefit the content. 
	

	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)

None detected.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None listed.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	None.
	


	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”

	“I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”- Saubhagya Silwal


	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)
	8 (Reorganize the abstract. Add new citations in the discussion section for robust scientific inference. Adequately caption tables and figures. Fix grammatical issues ) 


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback
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	Name of the Reviewer
	Saubhagya Silwal

	Department of Reviewer
	Biology

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Salem College

	Country of Reviewer
	USA

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Lecturer/Conservation Practitioner

	Email ID of Reviewer
	sausilwal@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Experienced in ecological/conservation (natural & social sciences) research & scientific communications. Teach journal article writing courses as a part of ecological research.
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