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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript is very important to the scientific community because it present a review article which sums up the achievements in the fields of structural systems, wind-load phenomena, and the durability design of photovoltaic (PV) mounting structures combining the results of multiple studies. 

It changes the design paradigm of the homogeneous coefficient of wind loads to reliability-based strategies that are needed in large-scale PV systems in extreme lands. 

It was found that the life-cycle perspective is the one that relates wind-load assessment to foundation adaptability and corrosion protection and provides the framework of future code development and performance-based design standards.

The article is comprised of a mixture of theoretical depth and engineering feasibility that facilitates safer and economically cost-effective deployment of the photovoltaic infrastructure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title “Review on Structural Systems and Engineering Applications of Photovoltaic Support Structures” is appropriate to a review article, as it reflects the scope and focus correctly, namely structural systems and the engineering application of photovoltaic support structures. It is also consistent with the content of the manuscript which is about fixed-tilt, tracking systems, wind-load evaluation, foundations, durability and failure mechanisms, with consistent terminologies as used in related journals. 

Nevertheless, in order to improve accuracy, the following are proposed as alternative title “Structural Systems, Wind-Load Mechanisms, and Engineering Applications of Photovoltaic Support Structures: A Review” and it is important to highlight the significance of wind loads and system reliability, which are key themes in the paper.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive and properly structured as a review article, providing the details on the current rapid evolution of the photovoltaic deployment and the necessity of further safety and longevity. It describes the scope of the review, which involves fixed-tilt or tracking and flexible mounting systems, emphasizes such technical issues as the evaluation of wind-loads and aerodynamics, and covers such engineering issues as the foundation solutions and the mechanisms of failures. Also, it highlights implications about life-cycle design and applicability to code and standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is deemed scientifically valid and technically consistent. It is an accurate definition of structural categorizations (fixed-tilt, tracking, flexible systems) and it aligns with the accepted concepts of structural engineering, particularly when referring to the phenomena of wind-loads such as corner vortices and shielding effects. The point that wind loading has been recognized as the important design step involved to be taken to design the photovoltaic mounting systems is true and the same fact shows the failure of homogenous shape-coefficient techniques. The authors manage to unite the testing of wind-tunels, CFD, and LES in the review and show one method of complementing each other in the experimental and numerical methods. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the sources that were chosen in the manuscript are adequate and current in terms of a review of literature on structural engineering and wind-load studies concerning photovoltaic (PV) support structures. The list contains the classic studies and the main topics which are backed by several citations proving the deep research. A high number of references are in 2013-2023, which is consistent with the anticipated publication year of 2025-2026, and recent researches using sophisticated techniques are mentioned. Nevertheless, the review might be improved more by mentioning recent research that was done in 2024-2025, especially the more sophisticated wind-load coefficients, new PV structures standards, and other foreign materials to make it more comprehensive.
	

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


	Yes, the English language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, particularly for a technical engineering review article like this one in particular.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There is no ethical issue(s) found in this manuscript.
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