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	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.


	This paper is  both normal and hybrid strength concrete types and provides insightful information about the structural performance of reinforced concrete corbels enhanced with steel plates. The experimental study makes a substantial contribution to the body of knowledge regarding the practical and economical method of increasing the shear and flexural capacities of corbels. The study offers practical suggestions for enhancing load-bearing capacity and postponing structural element cracking by examining variables like concrete strength and shear span-to-depth ratio. The results make a significant addition to the field of civil and structural engineering since they are especially pertinent to the strengthening and rehabilitation of precast and cast-in-situ concrete structures.
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	Suitable title, no issues
	

	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.


	Mention experimental method:- Declare that performance was evaluated using a load test or push-off test.
Include failure modes:- Bringing up the failure modes that have been noticed


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to have a well-organised experimental technique and analysis, making it seem scientifically solid. Its scientific clarity and rigour can be improved, nonetheless, by a few observations and suggestions.

1.Although pertinent material is included in the introduction, it would be ideal to indicate how this study adds to or bridges gaps in the existing body of literature.

2.Although the failure modes are explained and depicted, the scientific understanding would be strengthened by additional discussion that links these modes to the behaviour of the material (e.g., reinforcement yield, bond failure).

3.Statistical treatment (e.g., standard deviation, repeatability) is not mentioned. Commenting on experimental accuracy or variability improves rigour, even in small-sample studies.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the scholarly worth and update the conversation, the writers have to think about adding more recent research from the previous five years.
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	The paper accurately represents the technical material and is generally comprehensible.
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