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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 addresses a critical urban development challenge: affordable housing in Ghanaian cities. Conducting a systematic review offers a consolidated understanding of innovative housing solutions tailored to Ghana’s socio-economic and institutional context. Its findings are relevant to policymakers, urban planners, and researchers interested in sustainable urbanisation in Sub-Saharan Africa. The integration of technological, policy, and community-led strategies enhances its practical and academic value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The current title is clear and relevant. However, for better precision, the author may consider:

"Innovative Strategies for Affordable Housing in Ghanaian Cities: A Systematic Review"
	

	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 effectively summarises the study's objectives, scope, methodology, and conclusions. To improve clarity:

· Specify the research design (e.g., “systematic review”).

· Replace passive expressions like “the paper analysed” with active phrasing (e.g., “This study analyses…”).

· Mention digital tools and smart housing technologies, which are significant in the full text.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-organised, with clearly defined sections. Headings reflect content progression logically, and the inclusion of summary tables enhances comprehension. This structure is appropriate for academic publishing. The study is grounded in recent, credible literature and presents a balanced analysis of challenges and solutions. It synthesises findings with critical insight and contextual relevance. The methodology is transparent and systematic, enhancing the reliability of conclusions.
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	The references are sufficient, recent, and drawn from reputable sources. Coverage includes journal articles, policy papers, and technical reports from 2001 to 2025. The citation style is consistent and well-executed.
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	The language is appropriate for scholarly communication—clear, professional, and coherent. Minor issues with wordiness and sentence length can be addressed through concise editing, especially in the literature review.
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