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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 develops very important knowledge about the properties as well as trustworthiness of locally manufactured low-carbon steel rebars in Ghana-an extremely relevant topic for structural safety in developing economies. Based on local products comparing to both Ghanaian and international standards, the research study not only highlights compliance gaps but also practicality in implications to engineers, regulators, and policymakers. This contributes real data to the complete scientific public especially in the area of sustainable steel production from recycled scrap materials. Findings such as those herein can lead to, amongst others, future research advances, improved quality assurance practices, and safer, greener construction in comparable markets globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Comparative Study of the Mechanical and Chemical Properties of Locally Produced Low-Carbon Steel Rebars on the Ghanaian Market” is appropriately clear and descriptive and it covers the scope of the study. It names the subject (rebars), the properties tested (mechanical and chemical), and the geographic focus (Ghana). Hence, it is well placed. Here are a couple of alternative title suggestions:

1. “Mechanical and Chemical Properties of Locally Produced Low-Carbon Steel Rebars in Ghana: A Comparative Study”
2. “Assessment of Locally Manufactured Low-Carbon Steel Rebars in Ghana: Mechanical and Chemical Perspectives”

	

	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.


	This study examines the mechanical and chemical properties of low-carbon steel rebars made in Ghana, comparing their findings against Ghana Standards Authority (GSA) and British Standards (BS 4449). The various tests include tensile tests (yield strength, ultimate tensile strength, elongation) and spectrometer analyses of samples drawn from four major manufacturers. The results showed that all rebars passed the GSA tests requirements; however, some failed to meet BS 4449 limits, while measured diameters were consistently smaller than nominal ones. The chemical compositions were acceptable for low-carbon steel, with a few samples nearing the limit for phosphorus and sulfur content. It emphasizes the need to improve quality assurance since these results greatly benefit engineers, contractors, and regulators dealing with issues of structural integrity and sustainable construction in Ghana.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its core findings and methodology. However, it would benefit from:

· Clarifying the classification of carbon content,

· Updating or justifying the choice of testing standards,

· Including statistical variability in reported results, and

· Slightly moderating claims to match the scope of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, and they also cover up-to-date regional and international papers. However, some non-peer-reviewed literature and weak references were used. Authors should consider replacing non-peer-reviewed literature with peer-reviewed literature, add recent studies addressing corrosion/durability of rebars in tropical environments, and add consideration of recent standards (e.g., ASTM A706, recent ISO/EN equivalents). They are in need of improvements, scientifically.
	

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


	The English language overall sounds clear and suitable for the scholarly communication. The technical terms used in it are all appropriately employed; its logical flow is rather smooth. Some parts, however-much of the abstract and introduction-, being excessively wordy, sound very promotional and should be altered to a more neutral, scientific tone. There are a few sentences that could be simply presented in mind for clarity; a few others also sound somewhat awkwardly constructed. Furthermore, the referencing style is inconsistent, and it should be standardized henceforth. It will need minor polishing languages and tightening to suit the standard at which publication is expected.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there is not.
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