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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	It focuses on the gap in current design standards. Also, it focuses on sustainability and infrastructure longevity. This review integrates the current state of knowledge on FRP-reinforced concrete, bridging the gap between fundamental material characterization and practical structural application. By identifying key deficiencies in dynamic fatigue performance and durability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes suitable.
	

	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.
	Briefly state the nature of reinforcement ratio effect. For example: "The review highlights that while increasing the reinforcement ratio enhances load-bearing capacity, it often results in brittle failure modes, necessitating specific ductility design requirements.". Explicitly add deflection to the list of mechanical performance factors. The first three sentences regarding steel corrosion are quite long and
standard knowledge. It can be merged to save space for the additions above.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, suitable.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8) Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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