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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.


	It is a highly relevant and sound paper that will contribute to the AEC sector in the integration of AI and BIM for interoperability. Since it considers fusion of geometric and features for classification and enrichment. Not just for the academic but also for the sector, considering the necessity of accuracy to have efficient and effective work in the industry, this kind of paper will be useful to fill that gap. 
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	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


	Generalization: though IFNCNet is robust, real world BIM data is different and heterogeneous. Even though the paper acknowledges this it doesn’t full explore how the model might adapt to industry scale datasets. 


Semantic enrichment depth: Enrichment pipeline is well structured, but practical deployment in live BIM projects may face challenges like mismatches or incomplete data. 


Figure and table placement: misplacement between the figure and table and the result paragraphs based on them. Makes the manuscript hard to follow and refer the results. e.g page 25 4.7 section; talking about fig 21 but the fig below is figure 20. 

Discussion: it needs more criticism in relation to prior works, it needs depth and an actual discussion.

Conclusion: It better be rewritten considering Aim, major results and critiques, implications. it has very short paragraphs which are not very informative, as well. 

Word: Avoid using ‘we’ or ‘our’, you can say ‘the research, or the study employs, or consider, etc’

Bolding: Stop bolding phrases or words in the body of the research. (e.g page 2, ‘semantic enrichment’ )
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