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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.


	This manuscript discusses a practical and increasingly relevant issue in urban residential environments natural ventilation in apartment buildings and how inadequate airflow affects thermal comfort, energy consumption, and resident well-being. As cities continue to densify, many apartments are designed with compromised ventilation due to economic priorities. The study provides important insights into occupant behaviour, ventilation dissatisfaction, and dependency on mechanical cooling. Such findings are useful for architects, planners, and policymakers seeking to create healthier and energy-efficient living environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is understandable but grammatically weak. It does not clearly reflect the study’s methodology or broader context.

suggestion is to write title as: Occupants’ Perceptions of Natural Ventilation in an Urban Apartment Building: A Case Study from Bhubaneswar.
	

	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 presents the general idea of the study but would benefit from clearer structure. It should clearly state the study’s objective, sample size, methodology, and major findings. Repetition of basic concepts (e.g., definitions of natural ventilation) should be minimized. With a few improvements, the abstract can effectively reflect the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents meaningful descriptive findings and highlights real ventilation challenges faced by residents. The case study approach is appropriate and the results offer useful insights. To strengthen scientific rigor, the methodology should be described more clearly, especially the sampling approach and reasoning behind participant selection. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant, and the manuscript would benefit from adding a few more recent studies on natural ventilation, indoor comfort, and residential building design in India or similar climatic regions. Ensuring uniform formatting will also improve the overall presentation.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but editing for grammar, sentence structure, and flow would greatly improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study addresses a real and pressing problem in housing design, which adds value to the work.

· The description of the apartment and environmental context is thorough and informative.

· Figures are useful but need more concise explanation.

· The conclusion effectively summarizes the major findings; adding 2–3 recommendations for improving ventilation in similar buildings would enhance its impact.
The manuscript has good potential and addresses an important housing-related issue. With improvements in clarity, structure, and clearer methodology, the work can make a useful contribution to the journal.
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