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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

I would recommend,  the Figure 3 a-q should be more 

clear. It is very difficult to read the dimensions of the test 

specimens.  

Fig 4, the typical detail of lateral restraint can be 

presented in a bigger scale.  For both Fig.3 and Fig.4 the 

colour and width of the lines of the drawings may be 

improved, in order to make it easier the reading and 

understanding of these important figures of the paper. 

The letters in Fig. 5 should be in a bigger size. 

I think Fig 7-12, will look better if the writings don't have 

the shadows behind.  

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Fig 13 - You can add the % in brackets for the x axis (for 

the lap length/ beam depth). 

As you are adding an abbreviations session at the end of 

the paper, I would suggest to include there all the 

abbreviations used in the paper. Or you can choose to put 

the explanations of the 2 abbreviations presented in the 

end of the paper, in the text and take this session out 

from the end of the paper. 
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