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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 investigation addresses a current challenge in the civil infrastructure—how to ensure infrastructure resilience in the face of climate change—by exploring the potential of digital twin technology. And super relevant in today’s structural and environmental engineering landscape.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This manuscript is novel and unique in today’s structural and environmental engineering landscape as the review article contributes to the emerging discourse on smart and sustainable infrastructure by providing a comprehensive overview of emerging technologies, applications, and research gaps in the field of built environment.
	

	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 effectively indicates the important role of Digital twins in predictive modeling, real-time monitoring, and efficient building performance.  However, Abstract part of manuscript should write in the form of one paragraph.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Of course, Based on the information provided, The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the following points.
1. The integration of digital twin technology with climate resilience strategies is conceptually valid point. 

2. Methodological Clarity which includes  systematic or scoping review methodology,   clear inclusion/exclusion criteria, classification of digital twin applications across infrastructure systems, and case study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The  list and number of references closely related to the topic is not mention in the manuscript to name a few,
1. Sotirios A. Argyroudis. (2021). Digital technologies can enhance climate resilience of critical infrastructure. Climate Risk Management 35 (2022) 100387. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2021.100387
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Reference:  Please ensure that all references are appropriately written in standard form  in the article's reference list section in ascending order, e.g. [1], [2] 

	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical mistakes. To improve the quality of manuscript article, consider using proofreading tools like Grammarly.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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