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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 review article provides a comprehensive and systematic synthesis of existing research on steel fiber lightweight aggregate concrete (SFLWAC). By integrating findings related to workability, mechanical performance, toughness, and durability, the manuscript offers valuable insights for researchers and practicing engineers seeking advanced lightweight structural materials. The paper effectively highlights how steel fibers mitigate the inherent brittleness of lightweight aggregate concrete, making it more suitable for structural applications. Overall, the manuscript contributes to material optimization and promotes the practical adoption of SFLWAC in modern civil engineering.
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	The abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, scope, and main findings of the review. However, it is suggested to briefly emphasize the key engineering applications of SFLWAC and highlight future research directions more explicitly to enhance clarity and impact.
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	The references are adequate in number and cover both classical and recent studies relevant to steel fiber lightweight aggregate concrete. Several recent publications (2020–2024) are included, which strengthens the review. No critical references appear to be missing; however, adding more international journal articles related to structural applications could further enhance the manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are observed.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence of plagiarism was detected based on content originality and citation practices.
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	The manuscript is technically sound and suitable for publication after minor revisions related to language refinement and presentation improvements.
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