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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
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Abstract is generic not focussed on the results.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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Need to explain the experiments results in detail.
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