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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The data on the increase in Fulani political representation could be connected more clearly to the broader discussion of democratization trends in the region. For example, how do these local changes reflect or deviate from democratization processes elsewhere in Cameroon or West Africa?
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the main themes of the paper. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity. Consider:

· "Patterns and Challenges of Democratization and Political Representation among the Fulani in the Menchum Division of Cameroon."

	

	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 effectively summarizes the study's aims, methods, and findings, though it could benefit from a little more specificity. For instance, when you mention "systemic challenges," it would be helpful to briefly list key examples, such as discrimination and lack of political organization. Adding these would provide readers a better snapshot of the core findings.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes , all sections are  good and clear 
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The results are well-organized and detailed, but the discussion could benefit from further synthesis of the findings. Some ideas:

· The data on the increase in Fulani political representation could be connected more clearly to the broader discussion of democratization trends in the region. For example, how do these local changes reflect or deviate from democratization processes elsewhere in Cameroon or West Africa?

· There are various insightful statements about challenges such as marginalization and limited political organization. However, it would strengthen your argument to offer more evidence or examples of how these barriers manifest in practice (e.g., through case studies or anecdotal evidence from interviews).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The reference list is extensive and well-formatted, though it’s important to ensure all citations within the text are fully matched in the reference section and vice versa.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	 The manuscript occasionally uses long, complex sentences that could be simplified for clarity. Shorter sentences can help maintain clarity without losing depth.

	

	Optional/General comments


	By addressing these points, your manuscript will present a stronger, more cohesive argument and provide valuable insights into the political representation of marginalized communities like the Fulani in Cameroon
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	No ethical issue exist 
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