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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.

	This manuscript presents a field-verified framework for mitigating hydraulic instability and thermal distress in large-scale bridge foundations situated within high-risk silty sand strata. By integrating double-row steel sheet pile cofferdams with multi-layered cooling systems, the study establishes a replicable technical benchmark for complex deep-water infrastructure projects. Furthermore, the inclusion of empirical performance data bridges the gap between theoretical soil mechanics and practical execution, providing a critical reference for optimizing structural integrity and environmental safety.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	YES.

Recommended (Optional):
1. Iintegrated Construction Technology for Mass Concrete Bearing Platforms in Deep Foundation Pits under Complex Silty Sand Strata.
	

	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 ~80% there. Need to explicitly identifies the problem which are soil instability and thermal stress. Description of method is too brief and the final conclusion does not prove whether the method’s success scientifically.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its application of engineering principles. It accurately reflects the relationship between soil mechanics (dewatering/support) and thermodynamics (concrete cooling). However, for the paper to be considered "scientifically robust", there are a few technical justifications that need to be clarified.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Critically undersized. Most academic journals require between 15 to 30 references. Recommended to include more international, high-impact sources with a mix of old and recent articles.
	

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

	The article sounds more like a technical report than a scholarly journal article. However, the language is functional and clear.
	

	Optional/General comments

	NIL
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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