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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.


	The manuscript attempts to find the relationship between road types and accessibility with residential property values. The study area selected is Ojo Local Government Area (LGA) of Lagos, Nigeria. The authors have carried out a questionnaire survey based on which the findings have been arrived. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	No
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Correct the tense in the data analysis section from future tense to past
2. The abstract tells that there is a relation between rental values as well as sales value of the property with the transport network. However, the results do not convey the same in a comprehensive way.

3. Data on property values and their variation with other parameters is not given in the manuscript unless of which the results cannot be validated.

4. In Table 4, it is shown that 91.2% of the respondents give importance to property types. Elaborate on this as it is not clear what the authors intend to convey since three property types are considered and for which property type the importance is given.

5. The inclusion of Road Junction needs elaboration
6. So is the Demand for property.

7. One of the key findings of this study is that residential properties located within 100 meters of arterial roads such as Badagry Express Road and Alaba International Road had higher rental and sales prices compared to those located further away – The supporting data is not shown. Also what about the other roads? Is the same trend observed?
8. It will be desirable if the authors can arrive at a model that can relate the property values with the other factors.
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