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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	It sheds light on the underexplored role of African FabLabs in advancing scientific knowledge, technological innovation and community-driven solutions. 

By this article how FabLabs contribute to frugal innovation, digital inclusion and sustainable development.

The paper provides valuable insights for researchers, policymakers and educators interested in grassroots innovation models.
	

	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.


	It provides a clear overview of objectives, methodology (mixed approach), key findings (diverse equipment, software, innovative projects) and challenges (electricity, financing, institutional recognition).

It ends with recommendations (pan-African network, integration into policies, South-South partnerships), which gives the abstract a forward-looking perspective.

· The abstract repeats almost the same block of text twice, which reduces clarity and wastes space.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 YES
	

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

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


	The paper is readable but at times verbose. Condensation of certain sections (especially background and state-of-the-art) would make it sharper and more academic in tone.
Ensure consistent terminology (e.g., sometimes “FabLab” vs. “Fablab”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-conceived and relevant, with strong empirical grounding in African contexts. 

Requires moderate revisions—particularly strengthening methodological clarity, adding quantitative evidence and refining presentation
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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