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	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 an important and policy-relevant issue by examining the impacts of urban sprawl on sustainable development in Ghanaian cities. It provides a structured synthesis of environmental, social, and economic dimensions of sprawl, which is particularly valuable for urban studies in the Global South. The study helps bridge empirical findings with planning implications for rapidly urbanizing contexts. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope, variables, and geographical focus of the study. It appropriately represents the manuscript content and does not require modification.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well organized. It clearly outlines the objective, methodology, key findings, and implications. Nevertheless, it would benefit from a clearer statement of the manuscript’s analytical contribution and a more concise presentation of results to improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically consistent. The systematic review process follows established standards, and the arguments are supported by relevant literature. However, the analysis remains largely descriptive, and stronger critical synthesis and theoretical integration are required to enhance scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, relevant, and up to date, including recent studies up to 2024–2025. The literature adequately covers Ghanaian and international contexts. Additional comparative studies from other African or Global South cities could further strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The language is generally appropriate for academic publication. Minor grammatical and stylistic issues are present, but they do not significantly affect readability. A professional language edit is recommended to improve clarity and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and addresses a relevant topic; however, its main weakness lies in limited analytical depth. Policy recommendations remain broad and need clearer operationalization. Substantial revisions are necessary to strengthen the contribution before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The study is based on secondary data and published literature and does not involve human participants or sensitive data.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence of plagiarism is detected. The manuscript appears original and properly cited.
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