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	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 makes a valuable contribution to building science by demonstrating how locally available materials can be strategically combined to improve thermal comfort and reduce cooling energy demand in hot, dry tropical climates. Through dynamic simulation, the study provides quantitative evidence that a BLT–hollow breeze-block double wall can significantly lower indoor temperatures and cut air-conditioning loads, offering a practical pathway toward more energy-efficient housing. The findings are especially relevant for rapidly urbanizing regions in Sub-Saharan Africa, where energy access is limited and passive design strategies are critical for sustainable development. By linking material choice, envelope design, and operational energy performance, the work supports climate-responsive architecture and informs both researchers and practitioners seeking cost-effective solutions for low-carbon buildings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title communicates the topic, but it’s a bit long, technical, and slightly awkward in phrasing. Phrases like “Optimization of a Building's Interior Temperature and Sensitive Air-Conditioning Loads” and “BLT-Parpaing Hollow Double Wall” make it sound heavy and less accessible to a broad scientific audience.
Alternative Titles: Reducing Indoor Temperatures and Cooling Energy Demand Through a BLT–Hollow Block Double-Wall System
	

	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.


	Manuscript abstract covers the objective, method, and key results, which is great but it can be improved to better meet scientific journal expectations. Right now, it feels a bit repetitive and misses a few elements that help readers quickly understand the study’s importance and scope.
Suggestions:

1. Author briefly mention the goal, but not the broader problem. A short phrase about high cooling demand in hot climates or energy challenges in tropical regions would strengthen the motivation.
2. Mention that this is a double-wall system combining BLT and hollow breeze blocks, and that such combinations are rarely studied, especially for Sahelian climates.
3. The study is highly climate-dependent, so the abstract should state “hot dry tropical climate (Ouagadougou, Burkina Faso)”.
4. The current method description is too detailed (thermal zones, occupancy, inputs, etc.). Abstracts should summarize, not list modeling steps.
5. The temperature reduction and 24.06% energy savings are strong results keep them, but present them more smoothly.
6. The aim and methodology paragraph appears twice - one of them should be deleted.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid in its foundation, and the study follows a logical and accepted research approach for building energy and thermal performance analysis. The use of dynamic simulation, comparison between a reference and optimized case, and reporting of quantitative thermal and energy results are all consistent with scientific practice in building physics and energy research. However, while the study is conceptually sound, there are several areas where the scientific rigor and clarity can be strengthened to meet international journal standards.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references in the attached manuscript "Ms_PSIJ_152915.docx" are not fully sufficient or recent.
Suggestions:

1. https://www.scirp.org/journal/paperinformation?paperid=130804 

2. 
3"
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2772671123000190 

3
. 
4"
https://www.scirp.org/pdf/ojce2024144_101881983.pdf 

4
. https://www.civilejournal.org/index.php/cej/article/view/4637 
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but the English quality is below the standard expected for international scholarly journals. It will likely require major language editing before publication.
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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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