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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 paper is important for the scientific community because it helps to better understand how the rental housing market works in rapidly growing cities like Kumasi, Ghana. It highlights key issues such as limited information, housing shortages, and cultural factors affecting the market. The findings can be useful for researchers and policymakers looking for practical solutions to improve the rental housing sector. It also provides a foundation for future studies of housing markets in other cities with similar conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but a little bit long and complex. It reflects the topic but could be shortened and made more precise to improve readability and attract a wider audience. I think the author(s) should suggest an alternative title himself.
	

	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 covers the main content of the article, but it lacks clear focus on the key results and their importance. It should include more details about the specific problems found in the rental housing market, how these problems affect housing access, and what solutions are suggested. It would also be helpful to highlight how the findings can be useful for researchers and professionals working on urban policy and housing market development.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct and based on solid theory and real data. However, some conclusions seem a bit general because the sample size is too small and the data was collected over a short period. A larger data set and deeper quantitative analysis would make the study stronger.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is generally sufficient and includes both classic and modern studies, but some sources are outdated, which makes the paper feel less up to date. It would be helpful to add more recent works, such as Gunter and Önder (2018), which analyze demand factors and price elasticity for short-term rentals in Vienna; Gunter, Önder, and Zekan (2020), which use spatial models to study demand in New York and could strengthen the methodological part; and Janssens, Bogaert, and Van den Poel (2021), which explore how listing descriptions influence demand in San Francisco, adding useful insights on the role of information in the rental market.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript addresses very relevant and practically important topic and provides interesting empirical results with a solid theoretical background. However, there are some clear weaknesses. The methodology is limited by a narrow sample and too short observation period, which reduces the reliability and generalizability of the findings. The analytical section spends too much space on theory, while lacking deeper quantitative analysis and broader comparisons with international studies on rental markets. The recommendations are general and need more detail, including practical tools and an assessment of their effectiveness. To strengthen the paper, the author(s) should expand the data set, improve the quantitative analysis, and provide more specific and actionable recommendations. After these revisions and another round of review, the manuscript could be recommended for publication.
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