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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	 This manuscript provides a comprehensive and up-to-date review of Accelerated Bridge Construction (ABC). It highlights advances in materials (UHPC, FRP), construction methods (SIBC, SPMT, GRS-IBS), and implementation challenges. For the scientific community, it offers an integrated perspective on technical readiness, systemic barriers, and future research priorities. It is valuable for both researchers and practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and reflects the content. A minor suggestion: “Recent Developments and Challenges in Accelerated Bridge Construction” could better emphasize both advances and obstacles.


	

	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 and well-structured. Suggestion: briefly mention the narrative review methodology and its limitations to increase transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. Equations and analytical frameworks (UDC, TPC, REI) are correctly presented. Weakness: limited quantitative case data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and recent (post-2018). Suggestion: add more international case studies from Europe and Asia to strengthen global perspective.
	

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


	The English language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is strong but could benefit from reducing repetition (e.g., UHPC advantages repeated) and adding structured methodology for literature selection.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	None identified.
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