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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 manuscript is important for the scientific and engineering community as it highlights the significant role of Soil–Structure Interaction  in the dynamic wind response of high rise buildings. By incorporating soil flexibility through a spring-based modeling approach, the study provides a more realistic representation compared to conventional fixed-base analysis. The findings contribute to improved understanding of how subsoil conditions influence structural performance under wind loading. This research can support more accurate and reliable design practices for tall buildings constructed on soft or layered soil conditions.
	

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

	The current title is relevant but it can be made more concise and technically precise. 
For example, it could be revised as: “Dynamic Wind-Induced Response of High-Rise Buildings Considering Soil–Structure Interaction.”
	

	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 is comprehensive and adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study.
· No addition or deletion is suggested in this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	· Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically and technically correct.
· The methodology and analysis are logically presented in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	· The number of references is sufficient and relevant to the topic.
· However, some references cited in the literature review are missing from the reference section. The authors should carefully cross-check all text citations and ensure consistency with the reference list.

	

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

	· Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication.
· The manuscript is generally coherent and clearly written.
	

	Optional/General comments
	



	







	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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