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	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 paper focuses on investigating the impact load resistance of polyethylene terephthalate (PET) mesh-reinforced concrete slabs. Through detailing materials, methodologies, and experimental procedures, the study demonstrates that incorporating PET mesh significantly reduces crack propagation within slabs while enhancing their resistance to impact-induced cracking. However, the paper lacks a clear thematic conclusion and theoretical underpinning. Consequently, despite the research perspective holding some merit, the content remains far from fully developed and urgently requires more detailed elaboration.
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	The abstract section of this manuscript outlines three elements: objectives, research design, and findings. However, it lacks background information, methodology, and research conclusions, nor does it indicate the study's innovative aspects. Furthermore, the abstract structure could be reorganised to present these points concisely and logically.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript comprises four sections: Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results and Discussion, and Conclusions. Through detailed experimental procedures and analysis, this paper investigates the impact load resistance of concrete slabs reinforced with polyethylene terephthalate (PET) mesh. However, the introduction section lacks sufficient depth in reviewing existing literature, while the Materials and Methods section is overly brief and the experimental methodology insufficiently rigorous. The reliability of the measured data is questionable, with inadequate in-depth discussion and analysis of the data presentation. Furthermore, the paper lacks novelty, and certain challenges and insights remain underdeveloped. Overall, the manuscript suffers from a lack of logical structure, necessitating a comprehensive revision of its framework, with several sections requiring substantial supplementation and refinement.
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	The number of references in this manuscript is insufficient, and some references contain formatting errors.
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	The linguistic quality of the article requires further careful proofreading and revision.
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