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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.


	This manuscript presents a significant contribution to the scientific community by offering a fresh perspective on the role of recycled materials within the circular construction ecosystem. Through an in-depth comparative analysis, this study not only broadens the conceptual understanding of material sustainability but also provides a strong empirical foundation for implementing low-carbon design and construction strategies. The integration of architectural, environmental, and socio-cultural approaches produces a valuable body of knowledge that supports both theoretical advancement and practical application. Overall, this work enriches the academic literature and opens new avenues of inquiry relevant to sustainable innovation in the construction sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it's appropriate
	

	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 of this article is already comprehensive and well-crafted, as it successfully summarizes the research objectives, methodological approach, and key findings in a clear and structured manner. However, it would be stronger if the abstract included a statement that more explicitly highlights the theoretical contributions and the study’s limitations, in order to provide a more complete academic context. Emphasizing the practical implications for the construction industry could also enhance the applied value of this study. Overall, the abstract has been well prepared.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this manuscript demonstrates strong scientific rigor, with consistent argumentation and data support that align well with the research objectives. The integration of circular construction theories with empirical findings is also presented logically, thereby reinforcing the validity of the analysis. Nevertheless, a more detailed explanation of certain technical material parameters could further enhance its academic precision. In general, the manuscript meets scientific standards and provides a solid foundation for further discourse in the field of sustainable construction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, it is already appropriate; however, it requires the addition of references from reputable international journals published within the last five years.
	

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


	Yes, it is appropriate and reflects the linguistic aspects expected in a scientific study.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript represents a highly valuable contribution to the study of sustainable architecture and construction. The analytical approach employed is well-structured and offers deeper insights into the potential of recycled materials within circular construction systems. The arguments presented are coherent and supported by relevant cases, thereby strengthening both the academic and practical value of this research. With the improvements I have suggested, this article holds strong potential to enrich the scientific literature and generate a positive impact on future construction practices.
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