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	Author’s Feedback (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 role of participatory approaches in local economic development within the Cameroonian context is a significant topic in development economics and governance that is addressed in this manuscript. The study's empirical investigation of the impact of citizen participation on infrastructure provision—a crucial component of policy design in decentralized economies—makes it pertinent. The results close a gap in empirical research on Sub-Saharan African participatory governance and provide information that could guide similar policy initiatives in comparable sociopolitical contexts. Furthermore, the study integrates PLS-SEM with econometric modeling (Tobit), which offers methodological rigor and could be a reference for further research.
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	Yes the title is clear and suitable for the study.
	

	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.


	In general, the abstract is comprehensive and informative. But think about:


· Simply stating the main statistical findings (effect size and significance levels).

· Briefly mentioning the paper's acknowledged limitations at the conclusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has a strong scientific foundation overall. It makes sense to use the Tobit model to deal with the censored dependent variable. Validity is strengthened by adding control variables and employing SmartPLS for robustness checks. Nonetheless, the following clarifications would increase clarity:

· Give a more thorough explanation of why SmartPLS was used after Tobit and how the outcomes enhance one another.

· Indicate if the variable coding (participatory approach, for example) was pretested or validated using factor analysis.

· Describe possible endogeneity issues (e.g., reverse causality: more infrastructure may make a municipality more likely to encourage participation).
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	The references are largely appropriate, consider adding more recent references.
	

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


	The language used is mostly clear but require moderate editing for style and grammar. Simplifying long sentences and using standardized terminology can be helpful. 
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