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	PART 1: Comments

This one is on a real cool theme such as the use of recycled materials in buildings n attempt to do circular economy thing. They select a few case studies in China, which is fair, provides some domestic knowledge. Yet it is rather unclear, methodologically speaking, at the moment and there is a lack of due comparative analysis. Their fixes must be completed on the approach and more data added should they wish to make it useful.

Title is good yet might be a little sharper. All philosophical n soft sounds Reflections. Perhaps something such as Recycled Bricks in Circular Construction: A Comparative Analysis of Material use n Env Performance in Shuijingfang Museum n West Village Basis Yard would be significantly much clearer. Demonstrates material, method n key points.

Abstract is meh. They toss in figures such as 30 percent reduction of waste, n 25 percent reduction of carbon but no idea how they acquired these. Unsupported in the text therefore rather deceptive. At least should say how they got the numbers or otherwise should talk generally about benefits until they correct it.

Scientific rigor weak. Projects are credible but comp study lacks any good approach, no criterion, no data procedure. Numbers in abstract? unsubstantiated. And Circular Construction framing is too small And it does not notice global lit. Requires massive overhauls of method n analysis.

Refs are weak and old. Chinese sources (11/12) n only 1 international in the recent past. Demonstrates their non-participation on a worldwide scale. Missing big journals (J Cleaner Prod, Resources, Cons Recycling). Most refs >5yrs old. Require large growth with recent 5yrs overseas experience.

English is fair to comprehend but style is all descriptive n reporty. Should be more analytical. Certain expressions are so fanciful as to be truly architectural tableau with its time,make it plain.

case studies are interesting though. Figures? Anything on the internet, not decent. Required to have real citations such as official Web site or photographer. Structurally project description Results is mixed. Should have correct "Comparative Analysis" area and evaluate criteria.
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Serious Major Rev. Topic relevant and cases interesting but lots of flaws. Weak methods, unsupported numbers, too limited refs, mediocre comp analysis because the descriptions of the cases were valuable but there was a substantial fix required to the method/framework. Not dead yet but requires much work before it can re-think.
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