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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	As it address the challenges of optimizing energy, pollutant and water management in China’s construction industry under dual carbon goals, it is very useful for the scientific community. Through innovative synergistic control strategies, it provides valuables insights for achieving carbon neutrality.  The findings contribute to sustainable construction practices and offer practical frameworks applicable to other industrial contexts.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It would be better and more concise, if the title is like this, “Optimization and Synergistic control of Energy, Pollution construction Industry under Dual Carbon Goals.”
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive but kindly consider the following suggestions. Why not start with a brief statement about the current challenges in energy management in the construction industry. Try to clearly state the research objective or hypothesis and summarise the findings more concisely, highlighting the innovations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct and has a logical flow. It needs improvement in methodology section. It would include a brief explanation of why specific methods were chosen.  In date interpretations, Adding few more specific examples or case studies would improve clarity. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is advisable to update at least 3-4 (2023-24) references to reflect the latest research in this field. 
	

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


	Minor grammatical corrections and improve sentence flow in a few sentences. A through proofreading would enhance readability. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good
.  I would conclude that the manuscript is scientifically strong but require few refinements in language, methodology clarity and reference updates. Overall, it is accepted.
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