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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.


	This manuscript is important because it shows how smart sensors, predictive analytics, and machine learning can make infrastructure safer, more efficient, and longer lasting. It explains current challenges such as data quality, security, and handling large amounts of information while pointing to possible solutions. The paper also suggests future research directions that can guide the development of smarter and more sustainable infrastructure systems.
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	The abstract is comprehensive and covers motivation, methods, applications, challenges, and future directions. However, it is a bit long and wordy. I suggest shortening sentences, removing repetition, and adding one or two specific examples (e.g., transportation or energy) to make it more focused and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The discussion of smart sensors, predictive analytics, and machine learning is accurate, and the applications and challenges are well explained. Some parts could go deeper into technical comparisons between methods, but overall, the science is sound.
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	The English is understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication.
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