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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Optional/General comments


	1. Lack of a Clear "Story" and Contextualization:

The manuscript reads largely like a technical report on a parametric study. While the data is robust, it lacks a compelling narrative. The introduction effectively sets up the "why" (the gap in medium-height diagrid research) but the results and discussion sections do not consistently tie back to this. You need to better explain why the observed behaviors are occurring.

2. Underdeveloped Methodology and Justification:

Several key methodological choices are stated but not justified, which may raise questions for readers familiar with seismic design.

· Spectrum Choice: The use of a "transparent" spectrum from the Manual de Obras Civiles CFE is noted, but the specific parameters (a₀, c, Tₐ, Tᵦ, etc.) and the soil type are not provided. The seismic hazard level is a critical input that defines the context of your results.

· Load Cases: The manuscript focuses on seismic performance, but it is unclear if gravitational loads (dead, live) were applied in combination with the seismic loads for the design, as per standard practice. This should be explicitly stated.

· Design Criteria: What was the governing design criteria? Was it strength (stress) alone, or was drift also a design constraint? Table 4, for example, shows very low drift values (0.00055); it would be useful to know if these designs were strength-governed or if a drift limit was applied and what that limit was.

3. Theoretical Background:

The equations are well-presented. However, it would be helpful to briefly state how this theoretical framework informs your analysis or provides a lens for interpreting your results. A sentence or two connecting this theory to your parametric study would strengthen this section.

4. Citation 

The citation "Google Maps, 2025" is unconventional for an academic paper. It is typically used to cite a data source, not an image
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