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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 Thoroughly proofread the article and correct the sentence formation. It seems many 
grammatical errors. English correction is highly recommended for whole document. 

 Explain I5, I10, and I30 in abstract. 
 “The low tensile strain capacity makes concrete susceptible to cracking and shrinkage” – The 

above statement is not true while considering cracking and shrinkage in concrete.  
 concretes “to enhance to enhance” their mechanical – Typo error 
 Mild steel bars or TMT bars – Which is used in this study 
 Add materials properties of cement, sand, stone, steel bar and water 
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 Whether the concrete and reinforcement are designed as per code? If yes mention the code book 
 Discussion about the result is insufficient. It is recommended to study more literatures and find the 

reason for higher and lower results.  
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