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	Author’s Feedback (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 study provides an empirically based predictive model for the cooling behavior of air-conditioned spaces, which takes into account real-world variables such as humidity and occupancy. It also offers a simple and applicable alternative to complex AI/ML models and makes significant contributions to energy efficiency and thermal comfort in smart buildings. The study has been conducted based on real-world experimental data and detailed testing, making the model relevant for direct implementation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite clear and describes the topic to be discussed, namely a comparative analysis of predictive models for temperature decline in air-conditioned spaces affected by human occupancy and humidity. Provides an overview of the focus of the research. The use of the word "Analysis" in the title can make it seem general and unspecific. It is better to avoid words such as "pengaruh", "analysis", or the like. Suggestion for the title:

Comparison of Predictive Models for Room Temperature Decline in Air-Conditioned Spaces Affected by Occupancy and Humidity


	

	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 provides a good overview of the background, methods and main results of the study. It clearly states the models used and the results achieved. Some technical terms could be simplified to make them more understandable to a wider readership.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically correct and written based on valid experiments. The empirical model offered is built from multivariate regression and supported by strong statistical evaluation (RMSE, ME, R²).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and up to date, including sources from 2024 and 2025.

	

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


	The manuscript is written in good academic English. Minor grammatical improvements could enhance clarity in some sections. 
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