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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This article can help researchers who have interest in this area, to know if their study helps in urbanization studies.

The paper may also help to clearly highlight the various methodologies that have been used for urban studies. 
The paper may be able to highlight gaps in knowledge which can be explored by other researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest a modification of the title as follows:

Effects of Urban Land Use Policies on Urban Services Structure in Africa: A Review of Current Research.
	

	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.

Its 
	‘Therefore, understanding the current practice and policy regarding land-use and urban services structure and the intricate linkages between land use and service allocation is key to addressing systemic health inequities affecting the urban poor’
 This sentence suggests that the article is directed towards the assessment of the health status of urban dwellers. That shifts our attention from the review intended by the author. The sentence should therefore be recast to reflect true objective of the author.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	His methods are scientifically okay, since it is a review. 
However, I do not think that only a study of the abstract and conclusion of a published work is sufficient in a review. 
I suggest that the author also dedicates time to analyse the methods used to generate results. Knowing the methods used will help to appreciate the results as well as conclusions reached by reviewed authors.
I wonder why the author zeroed in on the number ‘70’ as number of reviewed works. He should explain scientifically, why he should not review more articles. There are more than 70 works on his subject of study, within the review scope/period.
	

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

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


	
I suggest that the author takes time to re-write the introductory section of his work. It is unacceptable to begin sentence with the word ‘because’. Also, there are many cases of repetition of ideas and words in the article. The quality of English language used is fairly suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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