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PART 1: Comments

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 is very important for strengthened concrete It is new area of enhance characteristics of
conventional concreate mixture. Basic literature has provided by the author and its excellent as
a starting point of novel research area in Civil Engineering . In addition this is a turning point of
construction industry

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

| think topic should change and suggest following topic

A Review of fatigue performance of fiber mixture with concrete

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 not comprehensive and suggest some changes in the manuscript. It should reflect
ultimate objectives of the paper

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes It can accept as scientifically correct because there are significant content. However highlighted
minor corrections

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

Number of references is enough however should fallow standard references method according to
editorial board provided. On the other hand should be use Harvard or APA style.Better to use Mendaly
software for add the references

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

Suggest a proof reading and some are highlighted in the manuscript

Optional/General comments

Overall its good
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Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Sampath Abeygunasekara

Department, University & Country

University of Moratuwa, Sri Lanka

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




