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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.
	The manuscript addresses a relevant and practical challenge in the telecommunication sector—cost variability in stealth monopole tower construction in Ghana.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	This study holds practical importance for infrastructure planning and development in emerging economies, where land scarcity and budget constraints challenge network expansion. It is particularly useful for construction managers, telecommunication policymakers, and civil engineers seeking cost-effective solutions for tower deployment.
	

	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.
	No change needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Replace: “The Site Area will empower tower companies...” With: “The identification of Site Area as a key determinant can assist tower companies in optimizing site selection and minimizing project costs.”
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Moderately suitable. Minor revision recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The data collection strategy and sample size (n = 60) are reasonable given the scope. Use of Likert scale and SPSS for analysis is appropriate. The conclusion offers practical value. Figures and tables are informative but should have uniform formatting and captioning per journal standards.
The manuscript is scientifically valid and insightful but requires light grammar and formatting corrections for improved readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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