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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.


	· By highlighting both the potential benefits and the existing limitations of Recycle Aggregate Concrete, it provides a valuable foundation for further innovation in construction waste recycling and resource conservation.
· The comprehensive review of treatment technologies, mix design strategies, and performance outcomes offers researchers practical insights into improving RAC quality and applicability
· The paper identifies key challenges and future research directions, guiding scholars and engineers toward solutions that can accelerate the adoption of RAC in real-world engineering practice
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	Yes, the title sound good and covered all
	

	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 comprehensive but general, adding some quantitative findings like:
· The use of recycled aggregates can reduce natural resource exploitation by up to 42% and cut CO₂ emissions by 25–35%.

· RAC typically exhibits a 10–30% reduction in compressive strength compared to natural aggregate concrete, though optimized mix designs can achieve strengths above 50 MPa even at 100% replacement.

This would make it sharper and more useful for readers
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, because it accurately summarizes the physical and mechanical differences between recycled and natural aggregates, the common treatment methods, and the effects on concrete performance. The quantitative ranges provided for strength reduction, water absorption, and long-term deformations are consistent with findings reported in the wider literature.
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	The references appeared adequate.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and communicate the scientific ideas effectively
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