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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 article is devoted to methods for assessing the stress-strain state of building structures. In
particular, beams on an elastic base under dynamic loads. The article is of undoubted importance
for the scientific community in applied mechanics, since the issues of assessing strength and
stress-strain state have been and will remain extremely important for the mechanical safety of
structures.

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

In my opinion, the title is too long. Variant name: "Dynamic analysis of an hon-uniform damped
Rayleigh beam on a harmonic moving load with general boundary conditions"

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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points in this section? Please write your
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The abstract is correct, | have no comments.
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The manuscript is scientifically correct
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Optional/General comments

1. Formula 1. The lowercase letter r is used to indicate the moment of inertia, the capital letter is

used below the text.

2. Insection 5, it is recommended to change the design. Place the description of the graphs

closer to the figures for a more comfortable analysis of the results.

3. How significant are the computational errors when comparing the results of your calculations

with classical FEM calculations based on similar calculation schemes?
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