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1. The key words should be separated by semicolons. 
2. The dimensions of the full scale sleeper should be given. 
3. By what rules to determine the holes and notches in the fiber glass laminate ? 
4. The formulae should be numbered, not cited by  Reference index No. And the formulae 
are not clear, the variables should also be written in italic. 
5. There are some spelling mistakes of units, such as kN, kg, etc.   
6. Some attributes of Reference are not clear, such as Refs [1, 3], etc. 
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