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

	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by addressing a timely and underexplored topic. By comparing New York City and Accra, the paper provides a rare and valuable North–South perspective that enhances our understanding of global urban transformation in the post-pandemic era.
	

	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, the abstract effectively addresses all key elements of the review.
	

	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.
	While the majority of references are recent and relevant, I recommend that the authors incorporate more citations from leading peer-reviewed journals. Doing so could enhance the scholarly rigor and credibility of the review, aligning it more closely with the standards of high-impact academic research.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	I appreciate the author(s) ’s efforts to share this exciting and underexplored topic of study. Please see the detailed comments below and I wish the author(s) would pay more attention to the communicability of manuscript, as it has several errors. I wish the authors the best of luck with their work.
1. The authors should include relevant data or statistics to support the rationale and urgency of their study, which would strengthen the justification for the research.

2. While five themes have been identified in the 'Overview of Literature' section, greater transparency regarding the process used to generate these themes would be appreciated. Details on coding, categorization, or thematic derivation should be provided.

3. The authors have limited their Methodology selection to the period from 2015 to 2025. A clear justification for choosing this specific ten-year timeframe would enhance the methodological rigor of the review.

4. The keywords and Boolean operators used for literature selection should be explicitly stated. This addition would significantly improve the transparency and reproducibility of the methodology.

5. The inclusion and exclusion criteria for selecting studies should be clearly articulated, and the PRISMA flowchart should be incorporated to provide a comprehensive overview of the screening and selection process.

6. Although the study employs narrative thematic analysis, a more detailed explanation of the methodology such as coding techniques, analytical frameworks, or validation strategies, would improve clarity and reader comprehension.

7. The manuscript would benefit from numbered sections to enhance structure, readability, and ease of reference.
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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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