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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The Manuscript is very imperative and timely as the topic is very much relevant and beneficial 
to the Cross Border Trade Experts, Border Security Agents, Cross Border Traders (CBT), 
Ministry of Commerce for both Cameroon and Equitorial Guinea and Border Community. 
Why I like this Manuscript is that, the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development 
(UNCTAD) can even get vital information from the findings of the manuscript related to both 
countries under review.   
 

 

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

 

Yes. It is suitable  

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 However, the Keywords needs to be rejigged (Four to Six 
words are okay and Terms are not needed as the name implies: KEYWORDS) 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The Manuscript is structured in such a way Scientific and empirical study was conducted. 
The Author(s) backed the intext citations with references which portrays the Ethics in Scientific 
and Technical Research 
The Manuscript is Scientific and Technical as all the systematic configuration of conducting 
research were stated in the Methodology  
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The issue of Reference is relative. Some references must not need to be recent.  
The Beauty of Scholarship is ability to explore Archive and old discourse to be able to build on 
it. 
 
To me the references are very okay. I have no issue with any even the 1960s and those of the 
Milleniums 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
 
Yes 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

The Manuscript is apt and superb as it contributes to the Informal Cross Border Trade (ICBT) and the 
quest for Regional/African Integration. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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