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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 
 

The authors conducted a random survey regarding the collapsed and 
ripped off of roofing systems and suggested some measures to minimize 
incidences of failures.  In the reviewer’s opinion, the addressed topic and 
the results presented will be of interest to the readers of the journal.  
However, before recommending final publication the authors should 
made  modifications as described below: 
1. The abstract is not complete; the main measures to minimize the 
incidence of failures should be mentioned in about 2-3 rows. 
2. The authors should explain or correct what written in lines 31-33.  The 
reviewer feel that a house may not be inhabited without some columns. 
3.  Suggesting measures to minimize roof failures is not a new topic.   In 
the literature review section of the paper, the reviewer expected to find 
some publications about that (or an state of the art regarding roof failures 
and suggested solutions.  In the author opinion this part need to be 
improved. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. In lines 288 and 289 correct "to roof failure of failures". 
 
2.  In line 291 correct "adsorbed". 
 
3.  An unpublished reference should not given (line 367). 
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