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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 addresses a critical challenge in seismic design: the brittle failure of high-strength concrete shear walls under high axial loads. The investigation into using high-strength spiral stirrups as confinement reinforcement is highly relevant and offers a promising solution to enhance ductility and energy dissipation. The research provides valuable experimental data, finite element analysis validation, and a proposed restoring force model, which are significant contributions for structural engineers and researchers focused on improving the resilience of high-rise structures in seismically active regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and descriptive. However, to more accurately reflect the specific intervention studied, it could be slightly refined.
Suggestion: "Experimental and Numerical Study on Seismic Behavior of High-Strength Concrete Shear Walls Confined by High-Strength Spiral Stirrups"
	

	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 but could be strengthened. It clearly states the problem and the proposed solution (high-strength spiral stirrups) but lacks a brief mention of the key results and conclusions. Specifically, it should state that the study found improved ductility, energy dissipation, and delayed stiffness degradation, and that a restoring force model was developed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The literature review is thorough, the experimental methodology is sound and well-described, the results are presented clearly and supported by data (hysteresis curves, skeleton curves, etc.), and the conclusions are logically derived from the findings. The use of finite element analysis (ABAQUS) to validate and extend the experimental results further strengthens its scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and covers relevant historical and contemporary research and is appropriate for the topic. However, incorporating a few more recent international studies would broaden its perspective like https://doi.org/10.1007/s43995-025-00192-3 and https://doi.org/10.48084/etasr.10411


	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, making the technical content accessible. However, there are occasional minor grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and some repetition (e.g., the first two paragraphs of the Introduction and Section 2 are nearly identical). A thorough proofread by a native English speaker or a professional editing service is recommended to polish the manuscript to a high standard for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- Figure/Table References: The text frequently discusses figures (e.g., hysteresis curves, skeleton curves) but the submitted document does not contain them. The authors must ensure all relevant figures and tables are included in the final submission.
- Repetition: Section 2 ("A Review of High-Strength Spiral Stirrups") largely repeats the introduction. This section should be revised to focus specifically on the history and prior applications of spiral stirrups, building on the general context already provided.
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