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 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 
 

 
Title: try revising the title, generated word many not be suitable for this work 
 
2.2 Boundary conditions: Equation number is not written, write nomenclature for all the 
terms used in the equation. Show one example of the calculation. Presently it is not clear to 
the reader.  
 
What is the difference in sections 2.2 and 2.3 – both are same try combining them and 
write suitably.   
 
What reason Maximum Principal stress criterion is used in the analysis? 
 
Von Mises stress possibly is more suitable in such analysis because the material 
considered is ductile. As the material used is ductile, authors can also try Tresca and Von 
Mises stress and these results can help to analyze better.   
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Try to write the paper error free 
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