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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
(1) Initially, the authors are advised to define conditions for future research scope remarks 
at the end of the abstract section. 
(2) Mention the used modelling and simulation procedure. 
(3) Section 3.2 Thermal behaviour of the foamed concrete building, 2.1 Description of the 
building, and 2.3 Modelling heat transfer in the building is missing the context. it needs to 
be explained in some words. 
(4) Figure 2 and 3 & Table 7 are not mentioned anywhere in the text. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
After considering the subject and results, this work entails some new information 
and could be a merit for publication. 
English (grammar, style, sentence structure) need to be revised in some sentences of 
manuscript after careful reading. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Some future aspects can be added for better understandings. 
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