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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments
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The abstract should be rewritten. It should have predefined methodology, results
and discussion and conclusion.

Introduction section should be strengthened by referring the recent published
articles. The aim and scope of the study is not mentioned clearly.

In Fig. 5 the author wants to compare load- displacement behaviour. Then , the X-
axis should be the displacement and Y-axis as load.

The explanation about the concept of the study is missing in the manuscript.
What is truss reinforcement? It is not shown anywhere in the paper.

How composite action in achieved using ABAQUS?

3D view of the slab is needed for better understanding.

Conclusion needs revision.

1. The abstract has been rewritten.

2. Introduction has been improved.

3. InFig.5, the load is the main control variables, the displacement
is dependent variable, so the X-axis is the load and the Y-axis is
displacement. The figure has not been changed.

4. The explanation about the concept has been improved.

5. The explanation of truss reinforcement has been shown in
manuscript.

6. How to achieve composite action in abaqus has been shown in
manuscript.

7. 3D view of the slab been shown in manuscript.

8. Conclusions has been revised.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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