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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 article may contribute to civil engineering. The author should provide a concept map to facilitate understanding. And the author should give some examples of building study cases.  Some analysis in a table or diagram is needed to get the aims of this review article. The result has to offer a new contribution to researchers, for example, by supporting the definition of a category of structural systems that support a specific architectural design.
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	I think the title is completely relevant to the contents, but if the author refers to architectural design, it has to be stated in the title, as “ Primary Influencing Factors of Structural System Reliability and Relevant Architectural Design Countermeasures.
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	The abstract is still too general and does not enter into the specific character of the defined problem. First, the author should write the aim of this review journal. What problem did you encounter in the manuscript? When you show “through the application of the reliability concept, you have to state at the end of the abstract what the solutions that you achieved from the analysis are.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientific when the method used can give the solutions and anwers of the research. Please state the methods and the solution clearly.
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	It has a lot of references, but needs to be written in the manuscript statistically.
	

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


	The language in the manuscript is understandable
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	The article has potential relevance to civil engineering but requires a clearer structure and stronger academic rigour. The author should include a concept map, case study examples, and analytical tables or diagrams to clarify the review’s objectives. While the title aligns with the content, it should explicitly mention architectural design if it is a core focus. The abstract needs to be more specific by clearly stating the research aim, the problem addressed, the methods used, and the concrete outcomes of applying reliability concepts. Finally, although the manuscript cites many references, these should be synthesised and presented through statistical or systematic analysis rather than listed descriptively.
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