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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 study identified some obvious challenge in modern construction in finding long lasting alternatives to steel reinforcement in concrete, especially in environments where corrosion is a big concern. By comparing how high-strength and normal-strength concrete slabs behave when reinforced with either traditional steel or GFRP bars. The study went further to validate the findings with theoretical models .The study also gives us a clearer picture of what works best in terms of strength, safety, and crack control.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Topic not suitable , suggestion
Comparative Flexural Performance of HSC and NSC One-Way Slabs Reinforced with GFRP and Steel Bars under Three-Point Loading.

	

	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 abstract is generally considered okay
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscripts is well detailed, structured and scientifically correct. With few grammatical errors, formatting of equations. Page 21, page 24 and Page 27, they are scattered, use equation editor please. 
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	References and citations was commendable and sufficient but needed recent citations. They are fairly too old. Suggest replacement for new ones. 
	

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


	English language quality is very suitable
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	The study is solid, methodologically sound, and highly relevant. With improvements to clarity, and a few more explanatory insights, especially in linking findings to design implications, the manuscript will be significantly strengthened for publication
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