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	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 is a systematic review of current advances in concrete repair materials, mainly includes cement-based repair materials, geopolymer, and smart materials. The research is significant, as the early damages of concrete directly influence infrastructure sustainability. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is not suitable. It does not match the whole content of the article and needs to be revised according the content of the article.  To aid our readers, and to maximize the accessibility of your manuscript, the title should have a clear, precise scientific meaning.
“A comprehensive review on advances and challenges in concrete repair materials.”
	

	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 is informative but lacks a structured format. It would be more effective if it explicitly separated objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This is a review article. 
1. The introduction should identify gaps in current knowledge or highlight areas of disagreement within the existing literature that have motivated this investigation. Finally, it should clearly state the purpose and objectives of the research, setting up the framework for the analysis that follows.
2.  The innovative features, and objectives of the paper must be mentioned at the end of the Introduction Section

3. Introduction section: The research problem statement is not clear and the research gap is not clearly stated in introduction section. 

4. The methodology section is not included in the paper. Please elaborate on which method used any frameworks or models? How was the screening process, how was the relevance of selected sources determined? Which databases are selected for search.

5. Please explain what distinguishes this paper from the existing literature in the field and include this in your discussion. 
6. The Discussion should provide a comprehensive summary of the study's key findings, while also acknowledge its limitations and evaluate the reliability of the results. It should explore how future research can address these limitations to strengthen the findings There are no visual aids in this manuscript. Please add diagrams, tables, or figures to illustrate complex ideas stated in different sections of the paper.

7. The manuscript does not explicitly discuss the study's limitations.

8. This paper Is a summary of existing studies and lacks Innovative contribution to the existing knowledge.

9. The conclusion should suggest specific future research
10. The references and sources are outdated; it is better to use recent sources and research findings. In this article despite two references, most of the references are old and out dated. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are outdated and are not enough for a review article. 
	

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


	Yes. The language quality is good.
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