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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the
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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.

The article goes into detail on the technologies, difficulties, and building features related to beam-column joints.
Through the use of distinct sections, such as concrete pouring, formwork design, and reinforcement layout, the
author facilitates the reader's understanding of difficult information. Although case studies are mentioned in the
abstract, particular examples are not discussed in the main text. Including thorough case studies would enhance
the manuscript's substance and provide practical applicability by illuminating the difficulties and solutions in real-
world situations.
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in
the review form.

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)



https://journaljerr.com/index.php/JERR
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers

Review Form 3

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

The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications

Optional/General comments

Although the article cites research and literature ([7, 9] and others), the material lacks thorough citations. A
references section would increase authority and enable readers to look up cited books for more information.
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