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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.


	1.Need to add reference for line-Concrete as a typical cementitious material, adding fiber materials to concrete to form fiber-reinforced concrete has been proven by many studies to effectively improve the tensile properties of concrete.
2. Headings are not proper. No need to write heading 1.3 summarize.

3. The Carbon fiber cementitious materials heading should be changed to include properties.

4. In place of the Summary and outlook, there should be Future Prospects and Conclusion.
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	The title needs to be reframed. My suggested title is  “A Comprehensive Review of Carbon Fiber-Reinforced Cementitious Materials.”
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	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.
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