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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 addresses a crucial and timely topic at the intersection of real estate and digital transformation. Property Technology (PropTech) is emerging as a transformative force in real estate investment, particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa, where empirical evidence, especially from Ghana, is scarce. By employing a systematic review methodology guided by PRISMA 2020, the authors make a significant contribution to the existing literature, providing insights into the opportunities and challenges faced by investors, policymakers, and scholars. This paper is vital for understanding how
PropTech can improve transparency, efficiency, and performance in developing markets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is suitable, as it accurately reflects the focus of the paper. An alternative title could be:
“Exploring the Impact of Property Technology on Real Estate Investment Outcomes in Ghana: A Systematic Review” to highlight the review methodology more explicitly.
	

	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 well-structured, encompassing objectives, methods, findings, and recommendations. To enhance its impact, it could include more quantitative details, such as the number of studies analyzed and specific outcome variables like ROI or rental yields. Additionally, emphasizing the practical implications for Ghanaian policymakers and investors would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology adheres to PRISMA 2020 and PICOS criteria, and the synthesis is organized around five key thematic areas: efficiency and returns, blockchain, smart buildings, adoption barriers, and financing innovation. However, the analysis would benefit from a clearer distinction between descriptive evidence and performance-related outcomes, along with a more robust discussion of the causal mechanisms linking PropTech adoption to
investment performance..
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites 48 sources, with a majority being recent (2018–2025). The references include both peer-reviewed literature and credible industry reports. Suggested additional references might include:
· Studies on PropTech adoption in other African nations (e.g., Kenya, Nigeria, South Africa) for comparative insights.
· Further literature on fintech and real estate financing specific to Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language used is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor revisions for stylistic consistency such as reducing repetition in the methodology section and shortening lengthy sentences could enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· Figures and tables are relevant; however, Figure 2 (PRISMA diagram) should be reviewed for formatting inconsistencies (e.g., duplicated headings).
· While a limitations section is present, future research directions could be elaborated upon, particularly through suggestions for mixed-methods empirical studies.
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