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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.


	The study of self-sensing in ultra-high performance concrete (UHPC) is important for both researchers and industry, as it provides a smart and efficient alternative to conventional structural health monitoring systems. By incorporating steel fibers, carbon nanotubes, nanofibers, or graphite sheets, UHPC can detect stress, strain, and cracking through its electrical and piezoresistive properties. This research not only enhances safety and durability in concrete structures but also opens opportunities for sustainable, intelligent infrastructure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	No, due to the dual usage of the word “Performance”
I would suggest having a replacement like: “Research Status of Self-Sensing Properties of Ultra-High Performance Concrete”
	

	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 last sentence “Finally, the future opportunities and challenges of the application…” in the “abstract” should be restructured as “Future considerations/Recommendation” of the Opinion Article as it was not properly discussed in the article.
Make the abstract more detailed with the contents from the article written.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add more recent reference lists (between 2020-2025) to the Article. Only few references were cited within the article, add in more in-text citations where needed. 
The inclusion of references from 2023–2025 will as well demonstrate that the manuscript is up to date with current developments. Kindly work on this.
	

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


	The writing is clear, professional, and it’s suitable for a scholarly journal. Technical terms are used correctly. There’s a bit of wordiness in spots (like the abstract), and I spotted a few typos (e.g., dual usage of the word “studied” instead of “examined” in Sentence 3). 
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	A Proper proofread and Sectioning is needed for polishing of the article and for easy flow of idea during reading.
Kindly attend to this.
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