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PART1:ReviewComments 

 
 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment

thatpartinthemanuscript.Authorsmustwritehis/herfeedback
here) 

Isthemanuscriptimportantforthescientificcommunity? 
Pleasewriteafewsentencesexplainingyouranswer 

Themanuscriptisofgreatimportancetothescientificcommunity,giventherelevanceofthetopica
ddressed. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
DoyouhaveanyalternativeTitleinyourmind? 

Thetitle"Presenceofasbestosin20thcenturybuildings"issuitable,asitisclearanddirect,indicati
ngthecentralthemeofthearticle.However,tomakeitmoreattractiveandspecific,youcouldconsi
dersomevariations,suchas: 

"Impactofasbestosinconstruction:Presencein20thcenturybuildings""Asbestosin20
thcenturyarchitecture:Ananalysisofitspresenceinbuildings""Risksassociatedwithth
epresenceofasbestosin20thcenturybuildings" 
Theseoptionshighlightnotonlythepresenceofasbestos,butalsoitsimplicationsandrisks,which
couldattractmoreattentionfromthereader. 
 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 
IfyouranswerisNo,pleaseprovidesuggestions 

Theabstractisclearandconciseinrelationtothetopicaddressedinthearticle,providinganeffectiv
eoverviewofthekeypointsandthemostrelevantfindings.Itsstructureallowsthereadertoquickly
grasptheessenceofthecontent,facilitatingtheunderstandingoftheobjectives,themethodology
used,andtheconclusionsreached.Inaddition,theuseof 
accessibleanddirectlanguagehelpseventhosewhoarenotfamiliarwiththetopictounderstandthei
mportanceandcontextoftheresearchpresented. 
 

 

DoyouthinktheEnglishqualityofthearticleissuitablefor 
scholarlycommunications? 
IfyouranswerisNo,pleaseprovidesuggestions 

Ingeneral,yes,thearticlepresentsanacceptablelevelofqualityintheuseofEnglishfortheacade
miccontext.However,itissuggestedthatyoucarryoutathoroughreviewofthewriting,sincethere
aresentencesincertainsegmentsthatareredundantandcanhindertheclarityofthemessage.Itis
importanttooptimizetheexpressiontoensurethateachideaiscommunicatedeffectivelyandacc
urately. 

Inaddition,itisrecommendedthatyouremovethereference"Error!Referencesourcenotfound"f
romthedocument,or,failingthat,clarifywhatitreferstoexactly.Thisreferencecancauseconfusio
ninreadersanddetractfromtheprofessionalismofthearticle.Acarefulreviewwillnotonlyimprove
theflowofthetextbutwillalsoreinforceitscredibility 
intheacademicfield. 
 

 

Pleaseprovideyourcommentsregardingtheappropriateness 
ofdifferentsectionsofthemanuscript. 

The article is relevant and uses clear language. The sections are clearly 
differentiated, which denotes a well-structured methodology. 
 
However, 
itwouldbebeneficialfortheauthortoconsiderundertakingathoroughreviewofhisorher
work,incorporatingnewdata,analysisorperspectivesthatenrichthecontentandoffera
ddedvaluetowhatisalreadyavailableintheexistingliterature.Inthisway,themanuscript
couldfulfillitspotentialandgenerate greaterinterestanddiscussioninthescientificfield. 
 

 

Author’scomment(Ifagreedwiththereviewer,correctthemanuscriptandhighlight
manuscript.Authorsmustwritehis/herfeedback 
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Doyouthinkthatthereferencesinthemanuscriptareproper,recentan
dsufficient? 
Ifyouhaveanysuggestions,pleasewritehere. 

Itisrecommendedthatseveralcitationsolderthanfiveyearsbeupdated.Whilesomeofthesecitati
onsmaybeacceptedinahistoricalcontext,othersarenot,astheresearchpresentedisnotframed
withinahistoricalapproach.Theinclusionofmorerecentreferencesiscrucialtoensurethatthearti
clereflectscurrentadvancesanddevelopmentsinstudy.Thiswillnotonlystrengthenthevalidityof
theargumentspresentedbutwillalsoallowthereadertoaccessmorerelevantandup-to-
dateinformation,thusimprovingtheoverallqualityofthework.Athoroughreviewofthecitationswi
llcontributetogreater 
credibilityandacademicrigorinthepresentationoftheresultsandconclusions. 
 

 

 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 

his/her feedback here) 


