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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 article introduces the study of four specimens and their failure modes were determined based on experimental observations and test results. Using the obtained experimental data, the load–hysteresis characteristics, skeleton curves, ductility, energy dissipation capacity, strength degradation, and stiffness degradation patterns of each specimen were analyzed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, References are not sufficient in the manuscript, a few latest works should be cited in manuscript. 


	

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


	Yes, but it should be double-checked for technical and English grammar errors in general.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Additional suggestions/comments

The main body of the manuscript need improvement. New work has been carried out in this area and need to be incorporated in manuscript with references. Literature review shall be carried our comprehensively.

The parameters used for the numerical analysis should be clearly presented in a table for better clarity and reproducibility. Additionally, a sensitivity analysis is recommended to evaluate the influence of key parameters and to enhance the reliability and robustness of the obtained results.

The authors have not specified the type of constitutive model adopted in the numerical analysis. Since the choice of constitutive model significantly affects the accuracy and reliability of numerical results, it is essential that the authors clearly describe the material models used for concrete, steel reinforcement, and any composite materials involved.

In first para of page 6, sentence “Guo Zhengxing et al. conducted experimental studies ………”. Reference no is missing.
Scale used in the experimental model from the prototype model as well as sizes used shall be tabulated.
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