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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.


	Provides a practical solution for recycling waste PET bottles, reducing plastic pollution that clogs drains, litters streets, and harms water bodies.

Innovation in Concrete Technology
Improved Structural Performance

Demonstrates that PET mesh increases impact resistance, reduces crack width and length, and enhances durability of pavement slabs.
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	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.


	Abstract need some edits as No mention of the environmental problem of PET waste or the practical need for improving slab durability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct:

The problem is well-identified.

The experimental design and methodology are sound.

The results are valid and logically interpreted.
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No ethical issues detected.
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	No strong evidence of misconduct, but some passages likely have high similarity due to close copying of definitions and data. These should be paraphrased to improve originality.
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	No tests were done for long-term durability, such as:

chemical attack (chloride, sulfate penetration),

freeze–thaw cycles,

water absorption/permeability,

repeated impact or fatigue loading,

environmental aging of PET mesh in concrete
Long-term durability performance should be verified in future studies

According to long term durability was not studied it is preferable to rewrite the title more specified
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