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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.


	This manuscript highlights the integration of smart sensors and machine learning in infrastructure management, a domain critical for improving safety, reliability, and cost efficiency. Its significance lies in connecting predictive maintenance concepts with practical applications across transportation, energy, and water systems. If empirically strengthened, the work can guide both researchers and practitioners toward more resilient infrastructure. It also addresses contemporary needs for sustainability, reduced downtime, and data-driven planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and descriptive. If reframed to reflect the conceptual rather than empirical nature, a stronger option would be: “Conceptual Framework for Smart Sensor–Driven Predictive Maintenance in Infrastructure Management.”
	

	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 sets context well but overstates “results” without presenting measurable findings. I recommend adding 1–2 sentences on whether this is a conceptual framework, case study, or review, and limiting claims to what the paper actually demonstrates.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually sound but lacks empirical evidence. Claims about predictive accuracy and operational benefits need data-driven validation, reproducible methodology, or at least structured case study analysis. Without this, the scientific rigor remains incomplete.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References include recent works, but several are irrelevant (e.g., medical/biological studies) or non-archival. Replace with authoritative, domain-specific citations on predictive maintenance, structural health monitoring, IoT in infrastructure, and edge AI. Remove duplicates.
	

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


	Language is generally understandable but needs polishing for conciseness and academic tone. Some sentences are repetitive or informal. A professional language edit is advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures are conceptual; inclusion of real data, evaluation metrics, and comparative baselines would enhance credibility. Security and privacy sections should include concrete technical detail.
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