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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 adds value to the study of fatigue behavior of steel fiber–reinforced concrete (SFRC) which tends to be overlooked in the research landscape given the importance of structural engineering applications. The study uses finite element modeling (ANSYS Workbench) to simulate cyclic loading conditions which offers an inexpensive and easy to reproduce approach relative to performing physical tests. The results further the understanding of fiber content and fatigue life relationship, aiding the design of concrete structures for improved durability, including bridges, pavements, and industrial floors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title adequately reflects the manuscript’s core theme, focusing on the fatigue performance of steel fiber–reinforced concrete using numerical simulation. However, it could be refined to better capture the study’s analytical scope and methodology. A more precise and appealing alternative title could be:
“Numerical Investigation of Fatigue Behavior in Steel Fiber–Reinforced Concrete Using ANSYS Workbench Simulation.”
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study but lacks key quantitative findings and specific details about the modeling parameters and validation approach. It should include numerical results (e.g., fatigue life improvement or stress range) and a brief statement on the methodology validation to enhance its scientific depth. Additionally, the conclusion sentence should emphasize the broader implications of the findings for structural design and material optimization rather than restating the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates a clear understanding of fatigue behavior in steel fiber–reinforced concrete. The use of ANSYS Workbench for numerical modeling is appropriate and aligns with accepted simulation practices in structural analysis. However, the study would benefit from stronger model validation, such as comparison with experimental data or previous studies, to confirm the accuracy and reliability of the simulation outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant but somewhat limited in number and a few are dated, with most sources published before 2018. The author should incorporate recent studies (2019–2024) on fatigue modeling, fiber-reinforced concrete behavior, and numerical simulation techniques to strengthen the literature base. Suggested additions include recent papers from journals such as Construction and Building Materials, Materials Today: Proceedings, and Engineering Structures that discuss finite element analysis of SFRC and fatigue life prediction models.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English language requires moderate revision for grammar, sentence structure, and technical clarity. Several sentences are lengthy or repetitive and could be simplified to improve readability. A professional language edit is recommended to refine scientific tone, ensure consistent use of technical terminology, and align with the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a technically relevant topic with clear practical implications for improving the fatigue resistance of steel fiber–reinforced concrete. The research design is sound, but the paper would be strengthened by enhanced model validation, inclusion of recent references, and improved graphical presentation of results (e.g., stress–strain and fatigue life plots). Overall, with minor revisions in language, structure, and data interpretation, the study has good potential for publication and can make a meaningful contribution to the field of structural materials engineering.
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