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	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 offers a comparative analysis of remote work’s impact on urban real estate in New York City and Accra. It fills the research gap by highlighting differences between developed and developing cities. The study provides insights by integrating digital infrastructure, mobility, and policy factors. Its findings inform inclusive and context-sensitive urban planning strategies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Remote Work and Urban Real Estate: A Systematic Review Comparing Accra and New York City," is generally clear and informative.
	

	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 is comprehensive and well-structured. It states the purpose of the study, the methodology, key findings, and its contributions. However, I will give a few suggestions for improvement to enhance clarity and impact:  The authors should mention the number of sources reviewed or give the general scope of the data. The Authors should streamline or use simple phrases instead of phrases like "novel recommendations included" and "The study contributed a rare North–South comparative lens" for clearer takeaways.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The method is appropriate and I can say it contributes meaningfully to urban studies and remote work research. 
	

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

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is relevant, scientifically, and technically sound. It presents a comparative review of remote work’s impact on urban real estate in New York City and Accra. The methodology is appropriate, sources are well-cited, and the analysis is well structured, showing the analysis such as “Remote Work and Commercial Real Estate Dynamics”, “Digital Infrastructure and Urban Policy Responses”, etc. in a well detailed table is nice.  The Manuscript however need minor improvements in clarity and conciseness especially in the abstract and conclusion, this could further enhance its impact.
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