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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.


	This manuscript tackles a problem of growing importance in earthquake engineering: how to design and position rotational friction dampers so that structural performance remains reliable under uncertain seismic demands. By adopting a probabilistic, topology-based optimization rather than a single deterministic configuration, the study contributes a more realistic and robust framework that better reflects the variability inherent in real earthquakes. Its integration of non-smooth damper mechanics with a large-scale performance evaluation offers new quantitative insights into how damper number, placement, and slip capacity interact to influence seismic response. These findings can support researchers and practitioners seeking retrofit strategies that are not only effective but also resilient to record-to-record variability, which is increasingly emphasized in performance-based design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable because it clearly states the main methodological focus—probabilistic topological optimization—and identifies the specific application to rotational friction dampers used for seismic retrofit of shear buildings. It accurately reflects the scope and technical content of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally informative, but it would benefit from additional clarity and specificity to better communicate the study’s scope and contributions. Including the number of structural configurations evaluated, the range of slip capacities considered, and the fact that multiple ground motions were used would strengthen the reader’s understanding of the study’s scale. It may also help to briefly mention the key performance indicators or optimization criteria applied, since these are central to the study’s methodology. Finally, the abstract could conclude with a more explicit statement about the practical implications of the results—for example, how the findings may guide real-world seismic retrofit decisions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its overall approach, and the methodological framework is appropriate for addressing the stated research problem. The combination of probabilistic sampling, non-smooth damper modeling, and performance-based evaluation is conceptually well-justified and aligns with current trends in seismic optimization research. However, several areas require further clarification and detail to ensure full scientific rigor. Important numerical aspects of the non-smooth dynamics implementation, the selection and scaling of ground motions, and the statistical treatment of the sampled configurations are not described with sufficient depth for full reproducibility. Strengthening these methodological explanations and providing clearer quantitative validation would enhance the manuscript’s scientific robustness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list covers the core background but would benefit from a few targeted updates: include recent experimental studies on RFDs and recent papers on probabilistic/robust/topological optimization for seismic retrofit (particularly works published since ~2018). Also add citations that discuss practical device sizing and constructability constraints for large-capacity dampers. recommend a brief literature sweep to ensure inclusion of the latest experimental validations of friction dampers and recent probabilistic optimization studies to better position their contributions.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English language quality requires improvement before publication. Several sentences contain grammatical inconsistencies, missing words, or unclear phrasing that may impede reader comprehension. In addition, some technical descriptions would benefit from clearer wording and more precise terminology. A thorough proofreading or light professional editing is recommended to improve readability, ensure consistent use of technical language, and eliminate typographical issues.
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