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	REVIEWERS COMMENTS
	AUTHOR RESPONSE

	1.
	ABSTRACTS: 
Abstracts do not address the research problem. Please state the problem clearly. 
	Thank you for the advice. I have fixed the abstract to ensure it addresses the research problem clearly. The revised version now provides a focused explanation of the research context and problem.

	2.
	INTRODUCTION: 
1. State of the Art - You should have an account of the efforts and results reported by other researchers in reputable journals to solve the problem presented here. Each reference should be appreciated and critiqued politely, not just cataloguing citations.
2. Research gap - State some statement regarding something that has escaped the attention of previous researchers or potential that is available and has yet to be tapped by earlier researchers
3. Novelty – What is your research idea supported by established theory (clear concepts, so the deduction is strong).
4. Objective - State the research objective or purpose of this paper.
	Thank you for the valuable feedback. I have made the following revisions to the Introduction section:
1. State of the Art: I have revised this section by summarizing the key efforts from previous studies, highlighting their contributions, and critically analyzing their limitations. Rather than just listing references, each study is now discussed in the context of its relevance to the current research, and the gaps in their methodologies or scope are pointed out.
2. Research Gap: I have clarified the Research Gap by explicitly identifying the unaddressed issues and potentials in previous research, particularly regarding the seismic evaluation of reinforced concrete buildings using ASCE 41-17 in Jakarta. This gap is now highlighted to justify the need for the present study.
3. Novelty: The Novelty of the research has been emphasized by detailing how this study integrates ASCE 41-17 standards with local seismic conditions to evaluate and propose retrofitting strategies. This approach is shown to be novel compared to existing studies, which tend to focus either on specific materials or local regulations without considering a global standard for evaluation.
4. Objective: The Objective section has been revised to clearly state that the study aims to assess the seismic performance of eight-story reinforced concrete buildings in Jakarta using ASCE 41-17 and to propose retrofitting measures to enhance structural resilience and meet modern seismic standards.

	3
	METHOD:
1. The explanation regarding the Method needs to be more extensive.
2. Attach the research model, flow chart; 
3. Attach the theory development for this research. 
4. Each article is expected to have a clear scientific contribution, such as developing a theory, improvising a theory, integrating several theories, or applying a new idea.
	Thank you for your valuable feedback. I have made the following revisions to the Method section:
1. Explanation of Methodology: I have expanded the explanation of the methodology by providing a more explicit and more detailed description of each step in the seismic evaluation process, from data collection to the multi-tiered analysis approach used.
2. Research Model and Flowchart: I have included a flowchart (Figure 1) to visually represent the sequential steps in the research process, illustrating the flow of data collection, analysis, and evaluation. It helps clarify the methodology and its structure.
3. Theory Development: I have added a detailed section on the theory development underpinning this study, explaining how the research integrates established theories from ASCE 41-17 and SNI 1726:2019 to improve existing seismic assessment methods. This section highlights how the research advances current methodologies using a tiered evaluation approach.
4. Scientific contribution: I have clarified the scientific contribution of this research by emphasizing how it improves existing seismic assessment methodologies and proposes retrofitting strategies based on the findings of the tiered evaluation. The study contributes to developing a performance-based seismic design framework, enhancing structural resilience in high-seismic-risk zones.


	4
	OTHERS:
Use IEEE Style for citations and references with all items (Authors, Title, Name of Journal/Conferences, vol., no., pp., year, and doi). Use over 80% of references from primary sources (international journals/conferences) with at least five years of publication. Avoid using references in Bahasa Indonesia or technical/manual references. The references are at least 25 articles. Use an official email, not Gmail, yahoo or the like.

	Thank you for your valuable feedback. I've revised the citations in the document to adhere to the IEEE style. All citations now include the required details such as authors, article titles, journal/conference names, volume, issue, pages, year, and DOI where available. Additionally, I have ensured that over 80% of the references are from primary sources, specifically international journals and conferences published within the last five years (2019-2024). As per your suggestion, references in Bahasa Indonesia and technical/manual references have been removed. The citations and references were formatted using the Mendeley program to maintain consistency and accuracy. Lastly, I have updated the contact information to use my official email address instead of Gmail or other non-professional addresses.



