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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-More significant findings (%) are needed. 
2- Review for literature considering the relevant studies is not adequate. The question of the study 
need to be discussed clearly. The contribution and significance of the present work are not clear. 
3- More important tests should be done: fracture, tension test, fineness, etc. 
4-Sec.3.2: Hardness and impact tests: What is the purpose of these tests? 
5-deep discussions for all results are needed. 
6-Conclusions: Conclusion section is inadequate, re-write with specific findings (%) that reflect the 
significance of the study. 
7-References: Most of the references are irrelevant to the topics of the present work and back to more 
than 5 years ago. 
8- Proofreading for the manuscript is needed. 
9-More comments are included in the reviewer attachment. 
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Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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