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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 
 

This is a worthwhile manuscript. Pertinent results are reported. At the same time, it 
is not well written and improvements are needed: 
 

The Abstract is unusually long and has to be shortened dramatically. As it is now, it 
can only frighten potential readers away. The authors do not even know what an 
abstract is; they write “the testing revealed that samples that contained the addition 
of CSR showed better mechanical properties”. By definition, an abstract says what 
has been found.  

We read: “Epoxy resin resembles the class of thermosetting polymers …”. There is 
just one epoxy resin ? That resin resembles thermosetting polymers ?  Actually, 
epoxy resins are a class of thermosetting polymers. Their advantages are discussed 
in review articles [1-3]. 
 
What does “poor resistance to initiation” mean ? 
 
The keyword “modified” has to be removed. 
 
The title of Section 2 is “Tensile strength test”. This is not true. More than one test 
has been performed. An appropriate title would be: Tensile strength testing.  The 
tensile elongation at break appears in the equation defining the brittleness B of 
polymers [4, 5] – a fact worth mentioning. 
 
Similarly, the title of Section 3 is wrong. Actually,  both Izod and Charpy impact 
strength values are related to B [6, 7]. 
 
The section title “Conclusion” is wrong. A conclusion can be stated in one sentence. 
Conclusions would be an appropriate title. 
 
In References, what does “Kaneka Texas” mean ? 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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