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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. The logical structure, layout and expression of this paper are confused, and the 
readability is poor. 
2. For each test list, the number of specimens in each group should be given and how the 
test results were calculated. At the same time, the strength at three curing ages (7, 14 and 
28 days) should also be given in order to understand the different strength growth 
characteristics. 
3. What are the curing conditions? Should be clear. 
4. The variables and units are incorrectly or incorrectly formatted. 
5. The mechanism of strength formation should be thoroughly analyzed. 
6. The literature review is not in-depth and the citation is not standard. On the other hand,  
the bibliography is repetitive. 
7. There are some mistakes on spelling and punctuation, as well as repeated abbreviations 
and duplicate names. 
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