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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 substantial contribution to the scientific community by synthesizing existing literature on the integration of urban green spaces (UGS) into settlement upgrading projects in sub-Saharan Africa, with a focus on Ghana. It fills a critical gap by highlighting not just the environmental and social benefits of UGS, but also the economic, equity, and governance aspects, which are often underreported. The study adheres to PRISMA guidelines and applies SWiM methodology, thus ensuring methodological rigor and transparency. Its findings are valuable to urban planners, policymakers, researchers, and practitioners striving for sustainable and inclusive urban development in resource-constrained settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately reflects the scope and purpose of the manuscript. However, for improved clarity and global reach, a more concise alternative could be:

"Integrating Urban Green Spaces in Settlement Upgrading: A Systematic Review from Sub-Saharan Africa"
	

	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 is comprehensive, clearly structured, and includes the study's aims, design, methodology, and key findings. However, consider the following refinements:

· Add the number of studies reviewed to quantify the evidence base.

· Explicitly mention that the study followed PRISMA and SWiM guidelines.

· Clarify that Ghana receives focused subgroup analysis to emphasize its unique context.

Suggested addition:
“Twenty peer-reviewed and grey literature sources were analyzed, with a focused comparison between Ghana, broader sub-Saharan Africa, and other developing countries.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and methodologically sound. The use of PRISMA for systematic review and SWiM for narrative synthesis is appropriate. Data extraction and synthesis are clearly detailed, and subgroup analysis strengthens the comparative insight. The review adequately links theoretical frameworks (ecosystem services, SES, SDG 11) to practical urban planning outcomes. Limitations are acknowledged, and areas for future research are well articulated. Overall, it meets the scientific standard for systematic reviews.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely up to date. The use of primary, peer-reviewed sources alongside grey literature strengthens the comprehensiveness of the study. However, consider including additional references on long-term resilience strategies and the politics of green gentrification for deeper insight:

· Eziama, E. U. et al. (2025). A Machine Learning and Spatial Clustering Framework for Urban Air Quality Prediction 19th International Conference on Technology and Computing. DOI: 10.13140/RG.2.2.25033.45923

· Kabisch, N., & Haase, D. (2014). Green justice or just green? Provision of urban green spaces in Berlin, Germany. Landscape and Urban Planning.


	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, precise, and appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript reads professionally and maintains academic tone throughout. Minor grammatical refinements and a final proofread may help enhance fluency in a few complex sentences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The inclusion of a conceptual framework and thematic tables strengthens the narrative synthesis and allows for better visual comprehension.

Consider including a graphical abstract or executive summary for policy audiences.

Incorporating more Ghana-specific case studies (if available) could provide further empirical grounding.

The review can serve as a foundational document for policy advocacy on UGS in the global south.
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