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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 offers an important contribution to the field of urban planning and development by analysing the vital empirical deficit so far as secondary cities in Sub-Saharan Africa are concerned, which are often overlooked in favor of primary metropolitan cities. By combining the “spatial justice” of infrastructure investments in Chinhoyi, Zimbabwe, the authors successfully go beyond aggregate statistics to disclose the prevailing, socio-spatial inequalities that continues in rapidly urbanizing cities. Moreover, the development and application of the “Spatial Justice-Infrastructure Nexus Framework” provides an advanced theoretical framework that links infrastructure inputs with inclusive outcomes, providing a scalable model for the broader scientific community to analyse urban transformation. Moreover, the manuscripts rigorous use of methodological triangulation, including GIS mapping with household surveys and key informant interviews, creates a high standard for evidence-based policy analysis in fiscally limited environments across the Global South.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and empirically grounded. It covers the important variables of the study by identifying the primary process studied, the management objective, the specific geographic location and the methodological framework.
	

	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 academically rigorous and comprehensive, effectively covering the study’s background, mixed-methods approach and key findings regarding socio-spatial inequalities in infrastructure. To further advance its impact, I suggest incorporating specific quantitative milestones from the data analysis, for example the 18% increase in road surfacing and 12% expansion in water networks, to provide immediate empirical weight to the claim of improved aggregate coverage. Apart from this, the abstract would benefit from explicitly naming the “Spatial Justice-Infrastructure Nexus Framework” to translate the manuscript’s theoretical contribution and offering a brief contextual note on Chinhoyi’s status as a provincial capital to base the study for an international audience. Finally, rewriting the concluding sentence by removing the redundant “therefore” and adding keywords like “Sub-Saharan Africa” or “Global South” would improve both the rhetorical flow and the paper’s discoverability in global databases.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically strong and indicates adequate methodological and analytical rigor, especially through its use of triangulation to validate intricate urban dynamics. By using GIS spatial analysis with household surveys and key informant interviews, the authors shift beyond superficial data to provide a comprehensive understanding of how infrastructure expansion translates into subjective reality. The paper maintains internal logical coherence by adhering to the “Spatial Justice-Infrastructure Nexus Framework”, which successfully bridges the gap between high-level policy inputs and localised socio-spatial results. Moreover, the application of quantitative measures, such as the Gini coefficient for infrastructure access and multivariate regression modeling, offers a statistically grounded foundation for the manuscript’s conclusions so far as systemic inequality is concerned.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. However, references are not in APA7 format and some references are repeated. Follow the APA7 reference guide and rewrite/rearrange the reference list.
	

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


	Yes. The language and quality are suitable for scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Format the paper in a systematic way. Structure the “Key-words” in alphabetical order. Use number in subheadings like 4.1.1 “Infrastructure Inputs” and so on. Source/s can not be “Author”, write the proper source in each table or figure in APA7 format. Use uniform font size in headings and subheadings, for example heading -14 and subheadings -12.
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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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