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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 deals with a real and important problem: how to predict how much energy a building will use so that it can be planned for energy efficiency and operations. A clear, understandable baseline model (multiple linear regression) can be useful for facilities teams that need "good enough" predictions with clear reasons. The use of Python and the discussion of simulation and visualization make the work useful for both applied engineering audiences and readers who want a workflow that can be repeated. The paper can be a good starting point for data-driven building energy management if it has better validation, a clearer experimental design, and better references.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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.

	Add important validation information, such as one or two performance metrics (like R², RMSE/MAE) and a short note on how the data was split (train/test or cross-validation). In the abstract, "accurately predicts" is said without any numbers to back it up.
 
Tighten claims: phrases like "real-time simulation" and "live model" need to be followed by a brief explanation of what makes them real-time (for example, streaming data or rolling prediction). Just a replay that was plotted?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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