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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

The manuscript is poorly written. It is hard to understand and difficult to read.

It needs to be re-written by a person with a complete knowledge in the proper use of the
Technical English language.

The conclusions are few and of little practical value. The authors should explain in detail
the advantages and disadvantages of the proposed method of casting concrete using Rice
Husk Ash.

The corrections has being done and effected and the benefit of the rice ash
husk is added

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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