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	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 to be highly relevant to the scientific community, particularly within the fields of urban geography, urban planning, and informal economy studies. By situating street vending within an Afro-endogenous conceptual framework, the study contributes to ongoing debates about the governance of public spaces in rapidly urbanising African cities. The empirical evidence from Bamenda City enriches the limited body of context-specific research on informal public space use in secondary African cities, moving beyond generalized narratives of informality.

The integration of quantitative, qualitative, and cartographic analyses strengthens the methodological rigor of the study and enhances its interdisciplinary value. Importantly, the manuscript challenges exclusionary planning paradigms and advances a more inclusive and participatory model of urban governance, which has implications for policy formulation in similar socio-economic contexts. Overall, the study provides both theoretical insight and practical relevance, making it a meaningful contribution to contemporary urban scholarship and sustainable development discourse.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Concerns of Vendors and Public Space Use: Strategies for Existence and Growth in Bamenda City, Cameroon,” is generally relevant to the content of the manuscript. It clearly identifies the key themes, vendors, public space use, and strategies and appropriately situates the study geographically in Bamenda City, Cameroon. This provides readers with immediate clarity regarding the scope and context of the research.

However, from a scholarly perspective, the phrase “Strategies for Existence and Growth” appears somewhat not clear and could be made more precise. The term “existence” may sound informal or philosophical rather than analytical, and it does not fully capture the central emphasis on informal livelihoods, governance challenges, and urban planning tensions that the manuscript thoroughly addresses. Additionally, the word “concerns” may understate the analytical depth of the study, which goes beyond concerns to examine spatial dynamics, governance conflicts, and survival mechanisms within informal urban economies.

would therefore suggest refining the title to reflect the manuscript’s stronger analytical and theoretical contributions. Possible alternative title include: “Street Vending and Public Space Governance in Bamenda City, Cameroon: Survival Strategies and Urban Planning Challenges”

	

	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 and clearly structured, as it presents the background of rapid urbanisation and informality, outlines the research objectives, explains the mixed-methods approach, and summarises the key findings and policy implications. It effectively highlights the challenges faced by street vendors in Bamenda City and underscores the importance of inclusive urban planning and governance reforms. However, the abstract would benefit from a more explicit statement of the research gap to strengthen its scholarly positioning, particularly by clarifying what is missing in existing literature on public space governance and informal economies in secondary African cities. Some phrases are slightly repetitive, especially regarding marginalisation and inclusive planning, and could be streamlined for conciseness. Additionally, replacing expressions such as “promoting existence” with more precise academic language (e.g., “supporting livelihood sustainability”) would improve clarity and tone. Including one or two specific quantitative findings could further enhance its empirical strength. Overall, with minor revisions to tighten language and sharpen focus, the abstract would meet high academic standards and more effectively reflect the manuscript’s contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a scientific standpoint, the manuscript is generally sound and methodologically coherent. The research objectives are clearly stated, and the study employs an appropriate mixed-methods design combining quantitative surveys, qualitative interviews, field observations, and spatial analysis using GIS tools. The integration of descriptive and inferential statistics with thematic analysis strengthens the analytical depth, and the triangulation of methods enhances the credibility and reliability of the findings. The arguments presented are logically developed and supported by both empirical data and relevant scholarly literature.

However, while the study is scientifically valid in its overall design and execution, some aspects could be improved to further strengthen its rigor. Greater clarity on sampling procedures (e.g., justification of sample size and sampling technique), more detailed explanation of the inferential statistical tests applied, and clearer linkage between data results and theoretical framing (Afro-endogenous perspective) would enhance transparency and reproducibility. Additionally, minor inconsistencies in language and presentation should be refined to avoid ambiguity in interpretation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list demonstrates a solid engagement with relevant literature on urban informality, public space governance, and street vending. Many of the sources cited are foundational in the field and provide a strong theoretical grounding for the study. There is also some evidence of recent scholarship being included, which helps situate the research within contemporary debates.

However, to ensure the manuscript reflects the most current state of knowledge, I recommend including a few additional recent and regionally relevant references (preferably from the last 5 years). This will further demonstrate engagement with ongoing scholarly discussions and ensure the study is anchored in up-to-date research, particularly on informal economies, urban governance, and public space in African contexts.

Here are a few useful recent references that could strengthen the manuscript’s literature base (adjust formatting to match the journal’s reference style):

1. Crossa, V., & Ward, P. M. (2021). Informality and the production of public space: Critiques and possibilities. Urban Studies.  Advances current debates on how informality shapes and contests public space governance.

2. Mitullah, W. V., & Nganga, J. (2020). Street vending in African cities: Dynamics, challenges and policy responses. Global Urban Studies Journal. Offers updated empirical evidence from multiple African cities that can complement the Bamenda case.

3. Roever, S., & Skinner, C. (2020). Informal Economy Monitoring Study: Street Vendors in the Global South. WIEGO.  A recent synthesis that provides broader comparative context on street vending patterns and policy approaches globally.

4. Alfasi, N., & Ziblatt, D. (2022). Politics of urban informality and governance responses. Journal of Urban Affairs.  Useful for deepening the theoretical framing around governance and informality.


	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and communicates the main arguments effectively; however, it requires moderate editing to fully meet the standards of scholarly communication. While the core ideas are clearly expressed, there are noticeable grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistencies in tense usage, and occasional repetition. Some expressions (e.g., “promoting existence,” “thrilled to use public spaces,” “grips substantial values”) are not fully aligned with formal academic tone and would benefit from refinement for clarity and precision.

In addition, certain sentences are overly long and could be restructured for conciseness and readability. Minor typographical errors and inconsistencies in capitalization (e.g., “Cities,” “Bus stop,” etc.) should also be corrected. Improving transitions between paragraphs would further enhance coherence and logical flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely issue within the fields of urban geography, public space governance, and informal economy studies. The focus on Bamenda City provides valuable empirical insight into secondary African cities, which are often underrepresented in urban scholarship. The integration of spatial analysis, quantitative data, and qualitative interpretation is a notable strength and enhances the interdisciplinary contribution of the study.

The conceptual framing around Afro-endogenous urbanism is particularly commendable, as it challenges dominant Eurocentric planning paradigms and situates informal practices within locally grounded realities. This perspective gives the manuscript originality and theoretical relevance. The inclusion of linguistic dimensions (Cameroon Pidgin English) and survival strategies further enriches the analysis and demonstrates depth in field engagement.

However, to strengthen the manuscript further, the author(s) should refine the language for academic precision, streamline repetitive sections, and improve the clarity of methodological explanations (particularly sampling and statistical procedures). Strengthening the explicit linkage between empirical findings and the theoretical framework would also enhance analytical coherence.
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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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