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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 If any ethical issue, please clarify

Minor REVISION comments 1. I suggest the use of the more popular term "void ratio"instead of "vacuum index" in fig 3.2. I also suggest that settlement should be plotted againstthe square root of time (√t) in the conventional way andnot against time in the reverse way plotted in fig 4.
Optional/General comments 1. If data in Table 1 is plotted on the Cassagrande chart,soil EK1 is clay while soils EK2 and EK3 are silts. Siltsdon't have serious consolidation problems. Study onclays should have been preferred.2. Complete compressibility study should have normaland overconsolidated curves, and not only normalconsolidation curves, shown in fig 3.
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