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	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 investigates the coupled interaction between external waves and internal sloshing in liquid-containing structures, which is important in marine and engineering applications. It demonstrates the use of CFD and the VOF method to simulate complex free-surface flows. The study provides a useful numerical approach for understanding fluid interaction effects. It can support future research and practical design improvements in fluid-related systems.


	

	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.


	Yes 
However, some improvements are recommended:

1- The abstract is slightly descriptive and could be more concise by reducing repetitive statements. 

2- It is suggested to include at least one quantitative result (e.g., wave height variation or response characteristics) to strengthen its scientific value. 

3- Minor shortening of background information is recommended to focus more on results and contributions.


	

	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.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes,

However, minor improvements are recommended:
1- Some sentences are overly long and could be simplified for better readability. 

2- A few grammatical and stylistic corrections are needed. 

3- Reducing repetition in certain sections would improve clarity and flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript does not include the governing equations of the numerical model. Recommendation: Please add a brief section presenting the fundamental equations, including: Continuity equation, momentum equations and volume of fluid (VOF) transport equation, a concise presentation is sufficient, but it is necessary for scientific completeness.

2. Missing Excitation Formula in Section 5, the excitation is introduced as:

“The excitation was defined as” However, the mathematical expression is missing.

Please provide the explicit equation of the imposed motion (e.g., sinusoidal function).

3. Numerical Setup Details: the manuscript lacks important numerical parameters. Please specify: time step size, number of iterations per time step (if applicable) , convergence criteria. These details are essential for reproducibility.

4. Quantitative Analysis of Results: the results are mainly described qualitatively (e.g., “oscillatory response”, “captured effectively”) , please include more quantitative analysis, such as: Wave amplitude , oscillation period, comparison between internal and coupled cases . This will significantly improve the scientific value of the paper.

5. Overly Descriptive Sections; Sections describing STAR-CCM+ and the VOF method are too long and descriptive. please shorten these sections and focus on aspects directly relevant to the present study.

6. Model Assumptions the assumption of inviscid flow is mentioned but not justified. Please provide a brief justification for neglecting viscosity or discuss its potential impact on the results.

7. Conclusions Section the conclusions are mostly descriptive and repeat the results. please strengthen the conclusions by including clearer and more specific findings, preferably with quantitative statements
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