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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

Citation of Figure 1, Figure 2, Figure 3 is missing.

Better to use APA citation for in-text citation as the publication year is missing.

Better to describe the shift change of the vibratory hammer in terms of technology with an
illustrative flow chart that demonstrates the research in chronological order.

The paragraphs need to be reordered as per the order: Various types of vibration hammers,
technology development in the vibration hammers, limitations, how hydraulic vibration hammer
advances vibration hammers, advantages, applications and limitations of hydraulic vibration
hammer.

Remark: Just pointing the work done by researchers block by block would not convey the flow of
information in an order. Thus, rephrasing the literature as per the flow discussed above
describes better flow of information.

Rephrase the abstract giving at least one outcome from the research done in the concluding line.

Minor REVISION comments

Create hyperlink of the paper or the reference for the notation used for the citation of paper such that on
clicking can go to the citation of the paper in the reference list or directly to the paper on the webpage.
A tabulated summary of the literature (work done) in the hydraulic vibratory hammer would be better for
the reader to overview the work done (investigation) by the researchers.

The last line of the abstract should be the part of the conclusion as the future work or future scope of the
study.

Optional/General comments

Can add 2-3 more keywords.
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Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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