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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.


	The importance of this manuscript to the scientific community connot be overemphasized. It is because the study focused on the review of the real-world influence of the contemporary methods of testing of concrete and the gap that exist between advances of technology in that aspect and the real practical implementations. Thus, the study will help in understanding and minimizing these gaps. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	To some extent it is, however, a standard Abstract should contained (1) Introduction (2) Objective(s) (3) Methodology (4) Results/Findings and (5) Conclusion. Having said that, it can be evidently seen that items number 2 and 4 are missing in the Abstract, and as such should be added please.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To some reasonable extent it is, though it focused on the review of past studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In my view the references are not enough, because beign it a review manuscript, at least there should be 50 and above references in order to convince readers that a lot has been done before coming to the conclusion drawn. However, in this case, the Author only consulted 28 references which in view are scanty.
	

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


	Yes
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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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