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	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 article systematically summarizes scientific research on the fatigue properties of concrete under cyclic loading. It examines the possibilities of improving the fatigue resistance of fiber-reinforced concrete, recycled aggregate concrete, and rubber-modified concrete. The results of the research are important for increasing the strength and service life of bridges, road pavements, and other structures subjected to cyclic loading.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is a good representation of the overall content of the research, as it reviews existing research on the fatigue properties of concrete. The article also examines the fatigue resistance of various materials, such as fiber-reinforced concrete, recycled aggregate concrete, and rubber-modified concrete. Therefore, the title of the article is appropriate for its overall content.
	

	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 should provide a general and clear summary of the main content of the article. It ought to provide a succinct description of the aim of the investigation, the type of concrete involved and the implication of fatigue properties by the additives of fibers and modified materials. However, it would be useful to shorten some of the descriptive sentences and present the main results and scientific conclusions more clearly. It would also be helpful to include a brief discussion of future research directions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is generally scientifically sound and based on research on the fatigue properties of concrete. It describes the effects of different types of concrete and fiber modifications on fatigue resistance based on scientific sources. However, the scientific value of the article would increase if the comparison of the results of various studies in Section 2.1 and the comparison of the fatigue properties of fiber concrete with different fibers and proportions in Section 2.2 were further developed and the discussion expanded.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature cited in the article is sufficient and relevant to the topic, most of which is based on research from the last 3–5 years. At the same time, if some articles published in recent international journals on the fatigue properties of concrete and fiber modifications are also included, the relevance and scientific validity of the work will increase further. 
	

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


	The English language of the article is generally understandable and suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article systematically summarizes the research conducted in the field of fatigue properties of concrete and highlights ways to improve the fatigue resistance of fiber-reinforced, recycled aggregate, and rubber-modified concrete. The research results can be practically useful for increasing the service life of structures such as bridges, road pavements, and railway infrastructure. At the same time, it is recommended to expand the analysis and comparison sections in sections 2.1 and 2.2, simplify some sentences, and enrich them with recent international studies to further strengthen the article.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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