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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 addresses a practically significant topic: the coupled influence of soil-structure interaction (SSI) and wind loading on the dynamic response of mid-to-high-rise reinforced concrete buildings. The findings contribute to advancing performance-based design approaches for structures in wind-prone, soft-soil regions. The parametric comparison of fixed-base versus flexible-base models provides useful insights for practitioners and researchers working on serviceability limit state design under lateral dynamic loads.
	

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

	The title is generally appropriate and descriptive.
	

	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 effectively summarizes objectives, methodology, and key findings. Suggested improvements: (i) specify the spring stiffness calibration method for SSI modeling; (ii) quantify the "significant amplification" of response parameters with numerical ranges; (iii) clarify whether wind loading was applied as static equivalent or dynamic time-history. Adding one sentence on practical design implications would strengthen impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The methodology is generally sound, but several technical points require clarification: (i) inconsistency in building height description (G+13 vs. G+14 in Section 3.2); (ii) lack of detail on derivation of spring constants from soil properties in Table 2; (iii) damping model and values not specified for dynamic wind analysis; (iv) no validation of ETABS model against analytical solutions or benchmark studies. Addressing these will enhance reproducibility and credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The literature review covers relevant recent studies. However, foundational SSI references (e.g., Wolf, 1985; Mylonakis & Gazetas, 2000) and key wind-SSI coupling works are missing. Additionally, several citations contain future publication dates (e.g., Muhammet C. et al., 2026); please verify accessibility. Recommended citations to strengthen technical context:

- https://doi.org/10.1016/j.istruc.2023.105265 
- https://doi.org/10.1177/09576509251412557 
- https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soildyn.2023.108062 
- https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219455426501415 
- https://doi.org/10.1061/AJRUA6.RUENG-1698 
- https://doi.org/10.1007/s40996-025-02043-6 
	

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

	
The manuscript is generally understandable but requires thorough language editing. Issues include: inconsistent spacing, subject-verb agreement errors, and awkward phrasing in several sentences. Professional copy-editing is recommended prior to publication.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Consider adding: (i) a brief validation subsection comparing fundamental period/base shear with IS 1893 empirical formulas; (ii) discussion of limitations of linear spring modeling for cyclic wind loading; (iii) explicit comparison of drift results with IS 1893 serviceability limits (0.004h). These additions would significantly enhance scholarly rigor.


	





	[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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