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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.


	The paper collects many relevant studies and points to practical issues (dispersion, percolation threshold), but it would be significantly strengthened by a clearer, more systematic presentation (search method), a summary table of literature results, and more up-to-date and consistently formatted references.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Research Status of Self Sensing Performance of Ultra High-Performance Concrete” is grammatically awkward and unclear, making the scope and focus unclear. It also lacks precision and specific research gaps.
I have Suggested alternative:

“Self-Sensing Ultra-High-Performance Concrete: Current Research and Future Challenges”
Or

“Advances in Self-Sensing Ultra-High-Performance Concrete: A Comprehensive Review”
	

	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.


	Revision required.

The abstract gives a basic overview but should be improved to state the scope and methodology (how studies were selected), key quantitative conclusions and main recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As per my reading overall the manuscript correctly presents the fundamental mechanisms (contact conduction, tunnelling, percolation) and the main influencing factors (filler type, content, dispersion, fiber orientation, loading mode). 

Strength: clear emphasis on the percolation concept and on dispersion challenges in UHPC. 

Weaknesses or gaps to address: The review is mainly descriptive and lacks a clear, reproducible review method (search keywords, databases, inclusion/exclusion criteria). Add a short methods paragraph to clarify scope.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References include important older and recent papers (2017–2024 included). 

However, Formatting and accuracy issues observed. Improvement necessary.
	

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


	The technical meaning is very clear, but the manuscript needs careful language editing for multiple grammar/typing issues. I recommend professional English proofreading or substantial line editing prior to acceptance.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Necessary points for betterment of this paper: 

1.Correct and standardize references 

2. Expand the discussion 

3. Add specific future research directions

4. Language edit.
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