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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

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.

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

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

Reviewer comments

Research progress on mechanical properties of modified epoxy resin reinforced by fillers

The article reviews the effect of nanofillers on the mechanical properties of epoxy resin. It gives a very
superficial information with only few articles in the selected area.

| found the following shortcomings in the article.

5.

The full form of CNF should be given.
English is not written properly at many places.
Grammer is not proper.

The review is not giving proper information, and only few references are taken into
consideration.

Referencing is not proper (Same format should be followed everywhere).

| would like to ask the authors to improve the quality of the article by adding more recent and relevant
references. Be careful about the formatting. With the major revisions the article may be considered for
publication.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

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