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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 
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In this article, the authors explored the analytical models for the compressive, flexural and splitting tensile strengths of concretes. The 
article looks nice and will be useful for the readers. From the strength data obtained, regression equations were developed that relate the 
strength properties with the aid of regression analysis tools. 
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Some prediction models are presented in the attached articles. Please check and provide models from these articles. 
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