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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 
 

 
In Section Compressive strength author discusses of significant change in 
compressive strength at age. This is obviously not seen in the results, marginal 
change in strength is observed which is predominant only from 7 to 21days. This 
being highest at 21 days. This section requires modification in terms of percentage 
change observed at various age of curing. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Last statement of both mix designs exceeding the characteristic strength by more than 
10N/mm2 is not seen in the result. Change observed is nominal. Need to provide actual 
statistical data. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Acceptable work wherein comparison of two mix design methods have been undertaken 
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