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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript titled “Nonlinear Analysis of PCC Bridge Abutment–Layered Soil Interaction System Subjected to Different Seismic Ground Motions” investigates the behavior of PCC bridge abutment–soil interaction under realistic seismic conditions using actual ground motion data. This study offers a novel contribution to the scientific community by addressing the impact of earthquakes on such systems, an area that has not been extensively explored previously.
	

	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.

	Abstract is appropriate. No suggestions
	

	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.
-
	More recent journals can be included
	

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

	
Suitable



	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Section 3.5 Validation of simulation can be elaborated. The section looks too short and contains only the results. No data about example No. 12.1 from the text book of "Design of Bridge Structures" by Jayaram and Jagadeesh is given in the section. The paramneters used in the problem is not mentioned.
2. Conclusion iv seems to be inappropriate. Author can conclude the results from table 4 and can be express the variations numerically ( as % reduction/ increase.. etc)
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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