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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important gap in urban sprawl research by investigating the role and efficiency of stakeholder responses in a Sub-Saharan African city. The case study of Maroua, Cameroon, contributes unique empirical evidence to a topic that is often dominated by research from developed countries. The findings are relevant for scholars, policymakers, and planners interested in sustainable urban development and provide practical insights for achieving SDG 11. By focusing on the perceptions of local stakeholders, the study also highlights governance and implementation challenges in urban sprawl regulation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the scope of the paper. No change is necessary.
	

	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 is comprehensive and presents the problem, methodology, findings, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by reducing repetition (e.g., “to to control” should be corrected to “to control”) and by briefly highlighting the novelty of the study compared to previous works.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The mixed-method approach (surveys, interviews, observation, and secondary data) is appropriate for the research questions. Data analysis is descriptive but sufficient for the scope of this exploratory study. The interpretations are logical and consistent with the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and sufficient, with a good balance of global and African sources. The inclusion of recent works (2020–2024) strengthens the relevance. 

A few additional references on governance and participatory planning in Sub-Saharan Africa could further enrich the discussion.
	

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


	The language is generally clear, but there are several grammatical and typographical errors (e.g., “to to control,” “haven completed” instead of “having completed”). Editing for conciseness and polishing of English expression would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The paper is well-structured and contributes to literature on urban governance. 

2. Tables and figures are useful, though some figures could benefit from higher clarity and consistent formatting. 

3. The discussion section could also be strengthened by comparing findings more explicitly with similar studies in other SSA countries.
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