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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.


	The topic is relevant from the perspectives of applications, functional aspects, and life cycles and usability. The article may be useful for engineers designing PV systems. The article is a review. I lack factual quantitative data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it's suitable. 
	

	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.


	Abstract is sufficient. However, it is inconsistent with the rest of the article, which, as I mentioned above, leads to a lack of systematicity, methodology, etc. (as stated in the abstract).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article lacks balance between the issues considered. The section on wind loads is detailed, but the section on foundations is not. From a wind engineering perspective, the article provides a good and thorough overview, consistent with current practices.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The included literature is current, but I believe that if the author presents the work as a review, it should be expanded to include sources on standardisation, norms, ground architecture, durability, and corrosion. The article also requires technical corrections—there are references that I don't understand.
	

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


	As far as I know, the language is correct
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