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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

he manuscript on the "Strengthening method of waste concrete aggregate" holds significant
importance for the scientific community as it addresses a critical issue in sustainable
construction practices. By providing innovative techniques to enhance the properties of waste
concrete aggregate, the study contributes to reducing environmental impact and promoting the
recycling of construction materials.

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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points in this section? Please write your
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Acceptable

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?
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Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The manuscript on the "Strengthening method of waste concrete aggregate” appears to be
scientifically robust and technically sound due to its comprehensive approach in addressing
the issue. Additionally, the manuscript's alignment with existing literature and its contribution
to advancing knowledge in sustainable construction practices further support its scientific
correctness.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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suitable for scholarly communications?
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