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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 manuscript is important because it explains how strong and irregular winds can affect the safety and performance of large tower cranes used in real construction projects. By showing that pulsating (changing) wind loads cause much higher vibrations and stresses than steady winds, the study helps engineers understand risks that are often underestimated. The findings are useful for improving crane design, safety checks, and operating guidelines in windy environments. Overall, the work contributes practical knowledge that can help reduce accidents and improve structural safety in construction engineering.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and clearly reflects the main focus of the study. It accurately indicates that the research deals with the dynamic behavior of a tower crane under pulsating wind loads in the wind direction. No change is required, although the title could be slightly simplified if desired.
	

	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 and informative, and it summarizes the objectives, methods, and key findings of the study well. It clearly explains why pulsating wind effects are important and highlights the main conclusions. A short sentence emphasizing how the results can be applied in real crane safety or design practice could further strengthen the abstract, but overall it is adequate as it stands.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct. The modeling approach, wind simulation method, and finite element analysis are appropriate and follow established engineering practices. The results are logically explained, and the conclusions are consistent with the numerical findings. The study provides reliable and meaningful insights into wind-induced crane behavior.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant to the topic of tower crane dynamics, wind effects, and structural vibration control. Many recent studies (2024–2025) are included, which shows good awareness of current research. No major additions are necessary, although including one or two more references focused specifically on wind-induced fatigue or field-based crane monitoring could further enhance the literature background.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear and uses appropriate technical terminology. Some sentences are long and could be simplified to improve readability, but these are minor issues. Overall, the English is acceptable for publication with light editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and presents a detailed and meaningful analysis of wind-induced dynamic effects on tower cranes. The comparison between static and dynamic wind analysis is particularly valuable and clearly shows the importance of considering pulsating wind effects. The recommendations for vibration control measures are practical and relevant. With minor language polishing, this paper would make a strong contribution to construction engineering and structural safety research.
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