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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 provides a timely and comprehensive synthesis of frameworks, policies, and implementation challenges for integrating climate resilience into construction project management. It bridges a critical knowledge gap between climate adaptation research and practical project management applications. The paper is particularly valuable because it organizes fragmented literature into actionable pathways, linking global frameworks like Sendai, ISO 14090/91, and CSIF to practical project governance tools. The findings have significant implications for sustainable infrastructure delivery and will serve both academic researchers and practitioners in the construction and policy fields.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title accurately captures the paper’s scope and focus.
	

	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, the abstract provides a clear summary of purpose, methodology, findings, and implications. However, you could consider a minor refinement by including one sentence explicitly stating the research gap being addressed (e.g., “Previous studies have not synthesized how resilience frameworks translate into project management practices”). Otherwise, it effectively reflects the paper’s core content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript demonstrates rigorous literature synthesis and thematic organization. The structure is logical, and the conceptual arguments are consistent with international best practices. The sections on frameworks (Sendai, IPCC, ISO, FIDIC) and implementation barriers are detailed and well-supported by references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript uses extensive and recent citations (2020–2025), covering multidisciplinary sources
	

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


	Yes. The language is professional, clear, and grammatically sound. The technical terms and expressions align with scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, policy-relevant, and demonstrates a strong command of interdisciplinary sources. Figures and tables are informative, and the thematic framework is well-organized. Consider a graphical conceptual model summarizing the interaction between frameworks, policies, and practice barriers (e.g., linking Sendai, ISO, and project lifecycle stages). This would enhance visual understanding.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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