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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript offers a valuable and timely synthesis of how machine learning is reshaping bridge monitoring. The structured overview of different ML methods and their connection to real-world monitoring challenges provides a helpful resource for researchers entering this interdisciplinary field. The review particularly maps algorithms to different levels of damage identification, which gives readers a clear conceptual framework.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clearly reflects the manuscript's content, and effectively communicates the scope of the 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive, summarizing the review's motivation, scope, and key findings. However, it would benefit greatly from a brief mention of the literature selection methodology, such as the database search approach, to enhance transparency for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, accurate, and demonstrates a solid command of both civil engineering and machine learning principles. The logical flow from historical context to future challenges is clear and well-reasoned, not neglecting the limitations of the current methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are both current and comprehensive. Also, the citations are well-integrated into the text, supporting the narrative without overwhelming it.
	

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


	The language is clear and professional, thereby making complex ideas accessible without sacrificing precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a high-quality review that's well-written and makes a valuable contribution. A couple of minor suggestions, mostly around the abstract, would benefit from further polishing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical concerns.
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