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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. 
 

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. 
 

 

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

 

The title of the article is suitable. 

 

 

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. 

 

  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. The manuscript is scientifically correct.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
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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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Reviewer’s comment Author’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) 
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