Response to Peer Review Comments
	Manuscript ID
	57859_R1

	Manuscript title:
	Applicability Analysis of Assessment Methods for Morphological Parameters of Corroded Steel Bar 

	Authors 
	Dawang Li 1,2, Ping Li 1,2, Yingang Du 3,*, Ren Wei 1,2,*
1Department of Civil Engineering, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518060, China
2Guangdong Province Key Laboratory of Durability for Marine Civil Engineering (Shenzhen University), Shenzhen 518060, China
3Department of Engineering and the Built Environment, Anglia Ruskin University, Chelmsford CM1 1SQ, United Kingdom.

	Corresponding authors:
	Dr Yingang Du    yingang.du@anglia.ac.uk. ,
Mr Ren Wei:      2150150409@email.szu.edu.cn

	Response to Peer Review Comments

	The authors very much appreciate the editors’ comments on the manuscript of 57859_R1, and have fully and thoroughly amended the manuscript according to the comments, as detailed and highlighted in red below

	Editorial comments:
	Authors’ response.

	1. Please take this opportunity to thoroughly proofread the manuscript to ensure that there are no spelling or grammar issues.
	The final version of the paper has been read carefully and thoroughly to eliminate any spelling and grammar issues

	2. There is a 2.75-page limit for filmable content. Please highlight 2.75 pages or less of the Protocol steps (including headings and spacing) in yellow that identifies the essential steps of the protocol for the video, i.e., the steps that should be visualized to tell the most cohesive story of the Protocol. Remember that non-highlighted Protocol steps will remain in the manuscript, and therefore will still be available to the reader.
	[bookmark: _GoBack]About 2.75 pages have been highlighted in yellow as the essential steps of protocol for the video. 

	3. Please do not highlight notes for filming
	No note for filming has been highted in the revised manuscript.

	4. Please do not highlight calculation steps for filming.
	No calculation step has been highted in the revised manuscript. 

	5. 5. Please do not use a list in the Discussion.
	No list is used in the Discussion in the revised manuscript. 

	6. Please use degree symbol instead of superscript zero for degree sign.
	The symbol instead of superscript zero has been used in the revised manuscript. 
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