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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

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. 
 

This manuscript provides critical insights into the failure mechanisms of reinforced concrete beams 
under long-term factors like chloride penetration and carbonation. Its findings enhance structural design 
strategies, promoting safer and more durable construction practices.4o 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes   

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 is generic not focussed on the results.   

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

Literature reviews is not enough. In manuscripts also not mentioned any references.   

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Language need to improve.   

Optional/General comments 
 

Need to explain the experiments results in detail.   
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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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