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	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript is important for the scientific community. Theoretical modelling and simulation which is done in the manuscript provides understanding and interpreting of research findings. These will improve the understanding of the structural behavior under various loads and conditions, enabling engineers to design safer, more efficient, and cost-effective structures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the tittle 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.


	The problem of the study should be included in the abstract and why the recycled steel bars are preffered to highlight the reader before going through the whole document
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes with minor corrections to be done
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author should add some new references of at least 5 years back; the document is too big with few references. 
	

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


	Yes the English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, I think the manuscript is well-written and informative. Although there are minor issues to correct. The author has presented the results but did connect the results with the literature. And addition of such material  will increase the reference list. 
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