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	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 the stability of tower cranes during wind turbine lifting operations by analyzing influencing factors such as wind load and foundation design. The study provides valuable engineering insights for developing safer and more sustainable standards, contributing to the advancement of wind turbine lifting technologies and supporting the growth of the renewable energy sector.
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	Your abstract is well-organized and rich in information. However, there are some aspects that could be improved by adding certain key results obtained regarding the principle of movement, the performance analysis of the trolley, as well as the studied parameters such as contact forces, displacement, speed variations, and power requirements. Additionally, improving the structure of the summary for better clarity and coherence would enhance its readability and impact.
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