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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 article presents a synthesis of experimental studies carried out on the effect of using recycled aggregates on the various characteristics of concrete, along with a comparison of the obtained results with those of conventional concrete. This work is relevant and highlights the importance of using recycled aggregates, particularly from an economic perspective. However, it has been observed that the majority of the presented results are derived from older studies (published more than five years ago). For a topic of this nature, it would be preferable to rely on more recent studies published within the last five years.
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	The abstract of this article is clear. It presents the results of the effect of recycled aggregates on the properties of concrete in a general manner.
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	The results presented in this article are insufficient. It would be preferable to add other results, preferably more recent.
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