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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 review highlights a key challenge in sustainable construction, shrinkage in recycled aggregate concrete (RAC), which limits its wider structural use. By bringing together research on shrinkage types, aggregate treatment methods and prediction models, the paper provides useful guidance for both researchers and engineers. The connection made between the internal structure of recycled aggregates and their shrinkage behavior adds practical value for advancing RAC in low-carbon, circular construction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the manuscript’s scope and focus. A slightly more refined academic alternative is: “A Review of the Influence of Recycled Aggregates on Concrete Shrinkage Behavior.”
	

	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 clear and covers the motivation, key findings, limitations, and future research well. However, it is somewhat lengthy and could be made more readable by tightening the wording. Adding simple quantitative ranges for shrinkage, stating earlier that drying shrinkage dominates in RAC, and reducing repetition about aggregate defects (such as porosity and water absorption) would strengthen its clarity and impact without removing any essential content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The discussions align well with established experiments, the explanations of shrinkage mechanisms and key influencing factors are well supported by the literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally current and sufficient. Including work on machine-learning-based shrinkage prediction would certainly enhance Section 4.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are identified. The review relies on properly cited published studies and follows standard academic practices for review articles.
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