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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.


	The manuscript is considered important because it addresses a critical real-world problem and provide a systematic state-of-the-art review. This paper offers data-driven insights by quantifying performance of some described technologies via direct comparison. It also identifies research gaps, summarizing them and evaluates their limitations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good. Authors may also consider a more specific title if possible.
“Seismic Performance and Damping Technologies for Prestressed Concrete Linings in Water Conveyance Tunnels; A State of the Art Review”
	

	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 is good and functional. It outlines the paper’s purpose, scope, and structure. However, authors could make it more precise and focus on the contribution. The opening part, for instance, is a bit general. Authors may consider to make it more engaging and problem centric.
For example “Water conveyance tunnels are critical infrastructure, however they are highly vulnerable to damage from seismic forces”.  
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	Insufficient. Add more references (i.e. ~30 references) and make sure 30% are within the last five years (2020~2025).
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	The English is understandable.
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	The manuscript demonstrates a good command of the subject matter.
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