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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.


	The relevance of the manuscript is beyond doubt. The results of the study are of great practical value for designers and builders in organizing calculations and practical implementation during construction regarding the arrangement of ventilated facades for warm and semi-arid climates.

The scientific community will have a good example of theoretical justification for the selection of materials and design solutions for ventilated facades for any climatic conditions of the construction site of both public and residential, as well as industrial buildings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article fully corresponds to the questions considered in the study.

There is a wish to reduce the number of words in the title to 10-12. But this is not critical, and is not perceived as a remark.

 
	

	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.


	It is desirable to clearly indicate the purpose and objectives of the study in the abstract (although with in-depth analysis, the reader can isolate these elements from the text at his own discretion). All other structural elements of the abstract are clearly present in the text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific direction of the article is beyond doubt. All the material is presented consistently and scientifically competently.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are enough references and all of them are directly related to the topic of the work. Regarding the submission of references to scientific research, there are some wishes: 1. It is advisable to indicate references with numbers, and in the text to make notes in square brackets, and not to give the author's surname and year of publication. 2. recommend, when analyzing research and publications, emphasize what is present and what is lacking in a particular study for further development, improvement, and refinement in the presented work.
	

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


	not a native English speaker, so this question is difficult to answer.
	

	Optional/General comments


	critically accept my recommendations and bring the work to perfection.

Overall impression of the article: good, scientifically sound, methodically constructed and completely completed.
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