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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 offers valuable empirical insights into the in-situ performance of driven pile foundations in challenging coastal soils, specifically within the geotechnically complex environment of Lagos, Nigeria. By combining static load testing with a comparative analysis of predictive and dynamic capacity estimation methods, the study provides a practical reference for geotechnical engineers and foundation designers working in similar soft soil regions globally. Its findings help bridge the gap between theoretical assumptions and field performance, promoting safer and more cost-effective foundation design practices. The research also underscores the critical role of full-scale load testing in validating pile design, which is especially relevant for infrastructure development in rapidly urbanizing coastal areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title — “Performance Evaluation of Driven Piles in Lagos, Nigeria” — is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the core focus of the study. It effectively conveys the subject matter (driven piles), the type of study (performance evaluation), and the geographic context (Lagos, Nigeria).
	

	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 effectively summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and significance of the study. However, it could be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the comparison with predictive and dynamic methods, which is a major component of the study. Including this would provide a more complete picture of the research scope and analytical depth.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically well-structured. It employs established pile testing techniques and comparative analytical methods, providing valid and reliable data for evaluating pile performance under real-world conditions. The conclusions drawn are consistent with the presented results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and cover both foundational and relevant studies in pile foundation engineering. However, the manuscript could benefit from the inclusion of more recent publications (post-2018) on pile load testing and predictive modeling to enhance its relevance and reflect current advancements in geotechnical research.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, technically sound, and well-organized, though minor grammatical edits and improved sentence flow in some sections could further enhance readability and professionalism.
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