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	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.


	According to this research manuscript, the researcher emphasizes the utilization of waste materials as a partial replacement for cement. The study aims to investigate the effects of silica fume on the properties of recycled concrete. The researcher highlights the potential benefits of using industrial waste to reduce construction costs and promote environmentally sustainable practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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.


	Ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In this manuscript, the concrete mix design and concrete grade are not mentioned, nor is any formula provided for calculating the splitting tensile strength. More detailed information is needed regarding the splitting tensile strength test. Additionally, the manuscript lacks images of the casted concrete samples, testing machines (such as those used for compressive and splitting tensile strength tests), and the silica fume material itself.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author has provided ASTM C140 for the compressive strength test and ASTM C496 for the splitting tensile strength test. Both specifications should also be properly cited in the references list.
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	Optional/General comments


	In the section titled Workability of Concrete – Slump Test, the figure number should be corrected to Figure 1 instead of Figure 2, as it is the first figure presented. 
The overall manuscript requires revision to improve clarity, structure, and technical accuracy. Several sections lack sufficient detail—such as mix design, test procedures, and supporting visuals.
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