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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. In abstract, author must be mentioned the objectives of study, methodology, 
results, and recommendations.   

2. In fact, I do not see any results in abstract. Therefore, abstract must rewrite. 
3. To make the reading easy, introduction can be as separated paragraphs.  
4. The researcher used just one specimen?  But in table 1, he mentioned 5 

specimens? B1 to B5.!!!!!!!! 
5. Figure 5 shows that specimen 8? But table 1 has just 5  specimens!!!!!! 
6. He must add all crack pattern figures for all specimens, B1 to B5. 
7. He must explain the differences between specimens. 
8. In Ansys, he must explain five specimens. 
9. Conclusions to short and weak. It must be improved. 
10. References are not enough.  
11. The presentation of paper needs to improve. 
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