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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The study seems to address a very under researched gap in housing or shelter affordability. Considering the context of Ghana and its historical landscape, housing has been a predominant issue. The study adopted mixed method which have consequently helped to extract the insights on the issue of housing affordability. Policy makers can take cues from the study to get a in depth understanding of the regions issue. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Yes”, the title is suitable and to a great extent communicates the scope of the study. Use of the geographical identity helps readers to steadfastly understand the localized nature of the study.
However, in the recent times many authors also resort to appealing  titles to attract readers. 
	

	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 seems structured and comprehensive. Gap identification, theoretical grounding done successfully. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct. However, justification regarding the sample size and 10 key informant being selected purposively will increase the credibility of the study. Again, the “structured questionnaire” as mentioned in the manuscript was used to gather data which could have followed a pretest or pilot survey.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references on the recent studies if any would add more credibility to the study. 
	

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


	The English used in the paper read suitable for scholarly communication. There was consistent use of certain terms to represent and denote the subject of the study at hand. The narrative and flow are satisfactory. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In totality the study looks satisfactory and it is suggested to take care of the acronyms wherever used.  
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