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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Make a list of abbreviations to avoid confusions   
 
2.3 set up: The tested specimens were tested --- tested paper two times consider revising 
 
1600 KN  --- 1600 kN, Where ever KN is used replace as kN 
 
Table.3 - Enhancement % in ultimate deflection  - It is not enhancement it is decrease  
 
4. Non-linear FE study --  provide FE mesh and details how nonlinearity is modelled in FEA 
……analytical results with experimental curves…--FE results are not considered as 
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Conclusions: This study investigated the effects of recycled lathe fibers on structural 
behavior of….. --- What is a lathe fiber? – the work is on flexural behavior --- considering 
revising the sentence. 
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