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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant issue in the construction and engineering field, namely the application of BIM technology in Mechanical and Electrical (M&E) installation engineering. As building projects become more complex, traditional methods of design and coordination are insufficient to meet quality, cost, and schedule demands. This study is important because it consolidates BIM applications across the design, construction, and operation stages, demonstrating both practical case studies and theoretical implications. It provides valuable insights for both academic research and industry practice, especially for advancing digital construction technologies and promoting efficiency and sustainability in M&E projects.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and appropriate. However, for improved academic precision, it could be refined as: “Advancing Mechanical and Electrical Installation Engineering through BIM Technology: Applications, Challenges, and Future Directions.”
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, outlining the problem, objectives, methods, and contributions. However, it could be improved by: (1) explicitly stating the methodology (case study approach, literature synthesis, or empirical analysis), (2) clarifying the scope and scale of the case study presented, and (3) including a more explicit statement on future research directions beyond the generic mention of “directions for improvement.” These additions would strengthen the clarity and scientific rigor of the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear theoretical grounding, practical case illustrations, and structured discussion of BIM applications. It correctly identifies the challenges in M&E projects and aligns BIM’s capabilities (visualization, parametrization, collaboration) with these challenges. However, while the scientific arguments are coherent, the manuscript would benefit from a clearer methodological framework (e.g., how the case study was conducted, data collection/analysis methods) to enhance reproducibility and academic rigor.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A few seminal and highly cited international studies in BIM and M&E applications are missing. Suggested additions: 
- Eastman, C., Teicholz, P., Sacks, R., & Liston, K. (2018). BIM Handbook: A Guide to Building Information Modeling. Wiley. 
- Succar, B. (2009). Building information modelling framework: A research and delivery foundation for industry stakeholders. Automation in Construction, 18(3), 357–375. 
- Love, P. E., Matthews, J., Simpson, I., Hill, A., & Olatunji, O. A. (2014). A benefits realization management building information modeling framework for asset owners. Automation in Construction, 37, 1–10. 
Including such references would strengthen the manuscript’s theoretical foundation and link it to broader international discourse.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and readable, with proper technical terminology. However, there are occasional redundancies and overly long sentences that could be simplified for sharper academic style. Careful copyediting would further improve flow, grammar, and conciseness. For example, some sections in the introduction and case study repeat the same point in slightly different forms. Streamlining these would enhance readability.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a relevant and timely topic with clear practical implications but lacks methodological rigor and deeper analytical contribution. The case study is useful yet limited in scope, and stronger theoretical grounding with empirical evidence is needed. Overall, it is promising but requires significant revision before being suitable for publication.
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