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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 (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.

	This study addresses a significant gap in seismic design techniques by exploring the nonlinear response of RC structures with setback irregularities during sequences of mainshock and aftershocks. The study provides critical insights into cumulative damage effects and energy dissipation mechanisms often overlooked in conventional linear evaluations. The findings emphasize the need for updated design standards to enhance structural resilience in earthquake-sensitive regions, making it critically relevant for engineers, researchers, and policymakers

	

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

	The study's focus is appropriately and clearly reflected in the title.
	

	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.

	The abstract is well-structured but could briefly mention the practical implications of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, with rigorous methodology (NLTHA, hybrid modeling) and validation (energy balance checks). No technical flaws were identified.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient but could benefit from recent works on setback irregularities and energy dissipation. Consider adding: doi.org/10.48084/etasr.10411, doi.org/10.1007/s43995-025-00192-3

	

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

	
The language is suitable for scholarly communication, with minor grammatical edits needed (as shown in the abstract as an example).




	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Include a brief discussion on retrofit strategies for irregular buildings.
· Clarify the rationale for selecting the specific earthquakes (Chamoli, Valparaíso, Coalinga) in the Introduction.

Minor revisions suggested
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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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