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Please write a few sentences regarding the importance 

of this manuscript for the scientific community. A 
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This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides critical insights into the spatial 

organization and accessibility challenges of market spaces in rapidly urbanizing cities, using Bamenda, 

Cameroon, as a case study. By employing both qualitative and quantitative methods, it offers a nuanced 

understanding of the socio-economic and infrastructural factors influencing urban market functionality. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you 
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from a concise articulation of the main research question or problem being addressed. 

(ii) The abstract contains numerous details about findings, such as market types and issues like congestion and 

infrastructure challenges. While these are relevant, condensing this information into broader themes might 

enhance readability and impact. 
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the spatial arrangement and management of market spaces in Bamenda city. 
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable 
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The manuscript needs editing to correct some grammatical errors.   
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 The study’s theoretical framework or context should include some reference to urban planning or market 

design theories. The suggested published manuscripts here would help in strengthen the academic 

grounding of the study. 

 The study focuses on Bamenda. While this is appropriate for a localized study, adding a sentence about 

how the findings contribute to broader urban planning or market accessibility discussions could enhance 

its relevance and appeal. 

 The recommendation sectıon should be after the conclusion  sectıon 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

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