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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.


	The topic addressed in the article is relevant and contemporary, and the work seeks to fill a clear gap in the literature by integrating optimization techniques with post-tensioned concrete structures. The results presented are consistent and contribute to advancing the discussion on the applicability of metaheuristic methods in structural engineering.
	

	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.


	The abstract is clear; however, I recommend adding the design criteria and the objective function, as these elements are referenced later in the text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Check the formatting of Tables 6 and 7.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, however, it would be beneficial to also incorporate references to FIB and ACI standards.
	

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


	Yes. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presented is promising; however, the methodology requires further detail to ensure reproducibility, including the explicit mathematical formulation of the objective function. The text does not clearly describe the integration workflow between the PSO algorithm and the structural analysis carried out in SAP2000, nor does it explain the procedures for stress checks, penalties, deflections, and limit-state verifications (ASD/SLS/ULS). Additionally, the choice of PSO parameters (number of particles, iterations, inertia and acceleration coefficients) is not justified through any convergence analysis. Finally, the search space for beam sections and prestressing strands lacks technical grounding, and key parameters such as prestress losses, eccentricities, and other variables essential to sectional behavior are not described.
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