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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 article is interesting because it illustrates a reality that is different from what is normally presented and considered ideal (such as examples from developed countries). The methodology used in the work (despite the lack of a questionnaire) is rich and can be applied to other studies in developing countries as well as in developed countries. Finally, the work suggests small changes, contributing to and helping the reality of the case study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but I believe it would be better to describe the methodology part better, since two stages are carried out in the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Unfortunately, the references are not recent. By checking, it is possible to identify that only 26% of the references are recent (published in the last 5 years). It is recommended that the selected articles be updated.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction, initially, presents what is happening in Europe and then quickly addresses developing countries. It is suggested that the differences between these spaces be contextualized more before addressing the problem of African countries (for example); a Global South and North approach will enrich the work.

In the section on 'The Concept of Space Management', when addressing technology issues, old articles are presented, which are important to change.

The questionnaire used in the work was missing, and how it fits into the other methodology used.

When addressing urban planning, it would be interesting to include the legislation used and the implications of its absence. In addition, a floor plan or top view would be interesting for presenting the markets.

The conclusion is very concise compared to the data and the enriching work presented, and needs to be updated.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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In the section on 'The Concept of Space Management', when addressing technology issues, old articles are presented, which are important to change.

The questionnaire used in the work was missing, and how it fits into the other methodology used.

When addressing urban planning, it would be interesting to include the legislation used and the implications of its absence. In addition, a floor plan or top view would be interesting for presenting the markets.

The conclusion is very concise compared to the data and the enriching work presented, and needs to be updated.
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