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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 contributes to scientific knowledge by deepening understanding of how informal vendors shape and negotiate public space governance in an under-researched African secondary city. By combining empirical evidence with Afro-endogenous urban theory, it advances debates in urban studies and offers insights for more inclusive and context-sensitive planning in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The phrase “Concerns of Vendors” is somewhat not clear and could be more specific (e.g., challenges, negotiations, governance tensions).
Suggested alternative: Negotiating Public Space: Street Vending, Survival Strategies, and Urban Governance in Bamenda, 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 is generally comprehensive but the research gap is not explicit, the research questions or aim needs sharpening and the methods section is slightly overloaded, 

Suggestion: Remove specific software names and simplify to: “Data were analysed using descriptive, inferential, and spatial techniques.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in principle and structurally valid, but it requires refinement in methodological transparency and theoretical precision to meet high-impact publication standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are relevant and include some recent sources, the manuscript would benefit from incorporating more up-to-date (post-2020) peer-reviewed literature on informal urban governance, street vending regulation, and African urban theory to strengthen its international relevance. Adding a few high-impact journal articles and comparative Global South studies would significantly enhance the theoretical depth and scholarly positioning of the paper.
	

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


	The language quality is generally understandable and communicates the main ideas clearly; however, I recommend professional language editing or careful revision to improve clarity, conciseness, sentence structure, and terminological consistency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript addresses a timely and policy-relevant issue. However, to strengthen its contribution address the following major issues; - Major revision
1. Currently, the introduction is descriptive rather than argumentative. You need to clearly argue the research gap and significance.
2. The study lacks clearly stated research questions or testable hypotheses, which weakens its academic rigor and focus.
3. The methodology lacks precision, as it does not explain vendor selection, sampling frame, sample size justification, reliability testing, inferential statistics,  making it appear descriptive rather than scientifically rigorous. How were the 170 vendors selected?
4. The Results and Discussion sections are weakly integrated, as findings are mostly descriptive without deeper theoretical analysis or connections to existing literature.
5. The manuscript shows conceptual ambiguity around “Afro-endogenous,” as it is used inconsistently and never clearly defined or distinguished from informality theory, requiring precise conceptual clarification.
6. Some statements like "It grips substantial values worth much more development." Aren’t academic phrases. Improve them.
7. The manuscript’s theoretical contribution is weak, as it primarily confirms existing theories without clearly demonstrating how the Bamenda case generates new insights for African urbanism, informal economy studies, or public space governance theory. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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