Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Advances in Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AIR_144843

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Research progress on properties of carbon fiber reinforced cement-based composites

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript provides a clear and detailed overview of carbon fiber reinforced cement-based composites (CFRC). It highlights their mechanical, electrical, and multifunctional advantages, which are relevant to modern infrastructure and smart material applications. The topic is timely and beneficial for researchers focusing on advanced building materials and sustainable construction technologies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and matches the manuscript content. It clearly reflects the main theme and scope of the paper. However, it could be made slightly more specific by adding the phrase “– A Review” at the end to clarify the nature of the study.
	

	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 summarizes the paper well and introduces the importance of CFRC effectively. Still, it would be stronger if it included 1–2 lines on major challenges or research gaps identified in the review. This addition would make the abstract more comprehensive and engaging.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and technically sound. It presents information logically and is well-supported by credible references. Some sections, however, could benefit from deeper comparison or critical analysis rather than pure description. For example, the section on electrical conductivity could include more discussion about how experimental differences affect results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are up-to-date and relevant, covering studies from 2019 to 2024. Including a few more international sources or meta-analyses on CFRC durability and cost optimization would make the literature review even stronger.
	

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


	The English is generally good and the flow of ideas is clear. Minor grammatical and punctuation corrections are needed in some parts. The paper would benefit from light proofreading for smoother sentence transitions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well-organized, informative, and contributes meaningfully to the field. The sections on mechanical and functional performance are well-explained. Adding visual elements such as summary tables or figures comparing different fiber contents and their effects would make it more reader-friendly. The conclusion is concise but could highlight future research directions more explicitly. I recommend the paper for publication after minor revision.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Mani Kandan A, ACS College of Engineering, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

