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	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 overall objective of this research is to study the stability of wind turbine tower cranes, an important topic that addresses stability conditions during installation , transportation , and operation ,especially the influence of wind load . The aim of the study also includes theoretical analysis and scientific investigation , which  align  with field tests aimed  at ensuring the stability  of this type of machinery.
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	The abstract of the article is not considered comprehensive. You did not primarily specify the research details in term of the tests , the  obtained  results and their  impact. Please add details of the obtained results especially whether they were  compared with previous results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes,  the manuscript is considered scientifically, correct.
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	Yes the references are sufficient and up-to-date but their formatting does not comply with the journal's   format.
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	The language/ English of this article is of good quality in terms of content and is suitable  for scholarly communication . The letter is the foundation scientific activity aiming  to disseminate research findings as  widely as possible within  the research community.
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