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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 study explores the role of market spaces in urban settings, particularly in Bamenda, Cameroon, where rapid urbanization is prevalent. Markets are vital economic hubs, influencing the livelihoods of a significant portion of the city's population. Accessibility challenges, such as congestion, inadequate infrastructure, and limited parking facilities, impact daily routines and market operational efficiency. Addressing these issues can improve market access for vendors, customers, and shop owners, enhancing the urban living experience. The study offers recommendations for implementing Bamenda's proposed Master Plan and the Plan of Soil Occupation to regulate unplanned urban spaces and ensure organized market infrastructures. The findings can contribute to a broader understanding of urban market dynamics and inform strategies for effective market management worldwide.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It 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 highlights issues of congestion, narrow pathways, uneven flooring, and security concerns but do not provide exact data. Including data or a few statistics from the study could strengthen the credibility and impact of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is correct but needs some improvements
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is not sufficient. The manuscript does not include recent publication. Inclusion of references till 2024 will be sufficient to improve the manuscript. 
	

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


	There are some grammatical mistakes which can be improved. The in-text citations in the manuscript are incorrect. Change the in-text citation using Mendeley or Zotero (Referencing tool).
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction provides a broad overview of the significance of market spaces but lacks a description of a clear research gap. 

· The literature does not state what is missing in the current literature. Define a clear research objective or question in the introduction.

· Literature lacks a critical analysis of how these studies relate to Bamenda. 

· The study mentions 354 questionnaires but later refers to 324 samples. The authors need to clarify the sample size and address the discrepancy. 

· Add a paragraph about the study’s limitations and suggestions for future research to balance the viewpoint.

· The study recommends Bamenda's Master Plan's effective implementation but may not fully address policy execution limitations like political will, resource allocation, and stakeholder engagement. A discussion of these potential barriers could provide a more balanced view for the readers. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	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
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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