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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The title can be changed to (Strengthening of composite steel-concrete 

beams openings by adopting different reinforcement methods) 
2. The abstract has not objectives of study. 
3. The abstract describe the methods in details , opposite the results and 

recommendations. 
4. The presentation of paper need to arrange. 

 
 

 
- Has been carried out 

 
- Has been carried out (line 8 , 9, 10) 

 
- Has been carried out  (abstract modefied) 

 
The presentation of the manuscript has been modified and arrange 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The author needs to describe the problems of composite beams openings, then why he 
used strengthening methods? are there some accidents happened in structures? 
 
 
 

 
- Has been carried out (line 41 to 44) 
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