Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_149721

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Opinion of the occupants of apartment regarding natural ventilation of their respective houses.

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	1. The role of natural ventilation in ensuring healthy, energy-efficient living environments, particularly in rapidly urbanizing regions is being addresses. 

2. By combining real-world case analysis, occupant surveys, and ventilation-related behavioural data, the findings contribute to a deeper understanding of how apartment design, window characteristics, and building layout directly influence energy use, indoor air quality, and occupant well-being. 

3. Moreover, the work highlights practical challenges faced in densely planned residential complexes and offers evidence that can support more sustainable architectural design, improved ventilation standards, and policy development. 
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. But few points need to be clarified.
1. The introduction does not clearly articulate the core research problem or the specific objectives guiding the study, nor does it frame any research questions or hypotheses. 

2. The literature review lacks a conceptual or theoretical framework linking building design, ventilation factors, and occupant perceptions. 

3. In Methodology the sampling approach is inconsistently described, sample sizes appear contradictory, and there is no justification for the larger sample group. Details on tool validation, consent, and confidentiality are also missing. The data analysis is limited to descriptive results without any statistical testing. 

4. Several figures and tables suffer from formatting inconsistencies, unclear captions, and presentation issues, while parts of the results section are overly lengthy and repetitive. 
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	Recent literatures need to be quoted. Most of the references are quite old
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	The manuscript contains noticeable grammatical issues and inconsistent referencing styles, which require careful editing.
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