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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 
 

1. There are only 6 references in the article, and no literature in the past five years 
canfully reflect the current innovation and advancement in this paper. 

2. The experimental description is not clear, which has a great impact on the 
experimental results. 
（1） The mechanical properties of wood, steel bar, resin materials are not 

described. 
（2） In this paper, the location of steel bars cannot be clearly described by the 

test size drawing. It is suggested to add the actual specimen pictures. 
（3） The loading device and loading rate are not mentioned. 

3. The analysis is not deep and the conclusion is too simple. 
 
 
 

1. Ok, it has been reviewed. 
2. Ok, it has been reviewed. 
3. Ok, it has been reviewed. 
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