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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.Use the SI units only throughout the manuscript 
2. Scope for the improvement in English. Use present tense while referring your work and past tense 
for prior research work. 
3. why CSF increased after 80 minutes of refining 
4. section 3.1.2- should be included in materials and methods section with addition information about 
the degree of freeness used for the preparation of sheets and REC and virgin fibre content of 
handsheets. 
5. amount of starch used in the formation of paper handsheets. 
6. paper is report in the form of report, more discussion should be added 
7. NBSK fiber content atleast three different contents should be added and runnability of machine and 
paper properties be presented in the paper. 
8. Spelling mistakes must be corrected throughout the manuscript. 
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