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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

Line 7: “The  experiment were design for mix ratio of 1:2:4
to study”
this ratio is not used, It is not mentioned in any
other part of the text. Remove.
Line 107:  TABLE 1.
Column Weight of Cube is it in fact necessary?
Line 107:  TABLE 1.
5, 577.80 kg/m3 is very high (is it correct?)

Line 7 have been revised and correctedaccordingly.
Line 107: TABLE 1-4.Weights of Cube column have been removed.
TABLE 2:
5, 577.80 kg/m3 is a typographical error whichhas been corrected.

Optional/General comments

Comment [R1]: Without meaning. It is not
mentioned in any other part of the text. Remove.


