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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write few sentences regarding the
importance this manuscript for scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

TITLE 2 ENHANCEMENT OF DIFFERENT TYPES OF FILLERS’ are targeting on properties or
types of fillers, which is not clear in the subsequent sections and paragraphs.

Comparison of different types of fillers with matrix should do in proper way.

Properties of each composite must be elaborated in proper technical manner. Whole sections
just look like a literature only.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

NO, as title mentioned Mechanical property. So, Author must make comparative tabular or other
comparative representations of various used fillers into epoxy.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points
in this section? Please write your suggestions
here.

Latest study is absent

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Multiple sentences are brought together makes no sense to its final meaning technically.

Please write few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
may be required for this part.

Sorry to say, it doesn’t look technically sound and robust article.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestion of additional references, please
mention in the review form.

More and latest, reference must be gone through for proper study by author

Minor REVISION comments

Is language/English quality of the article suitable
for scholarly communications?

Make sentences in proper language and Grammarly sound.

Optional/General comments

Authors must go through review papers to make proper technical papers. In review papers comparative
statement are essential body of articles
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