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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	The manuscript is relevant to the scientific body of knowledge, particularly within the context of exploring the enormous contributions of periodic markets to food availability, accessibility and affordability (food security). 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title has a good academic/scholarly foundation. However, it may be refined to read this; ‘Periodic Market Typology and Spatial Dynamics in Menoua Division, Cameroon: Implications for National Trade and Development 
	

	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 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. However, it lacks theoretical foundation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. However, some works cited are not referenced and some referenced are not cited. For instance, IMF (2022), Kumar & Rekha (2020), Scilift (2025) are cited, but not included in the reference list; whereas, Racaud (2021), Rijal (2020), Sanal (2022), Sunildro (2021, World Bank (2020) are referenced but not cited.
	

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

	There are issues of poor tenses and punctuations.
Proof-reading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment

I commend the author (s) for a work well-done. The manuscript is accepted, but with minor corrections.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)
Accepted, with minor corrections.


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No


	No, but citations and references should be properly cross-checked.
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