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Compulsory REVISION comments

Please consider the compositions in Table 1 in order to allow for the sums to make 100,
possibly adding “other components” or similar. Please note that for bagasse your sum even
exceeds 100!

Also, we accept that the values in Table 1 and Table 2 are average ones. However, for natural
materials it would be interesting to know the standard deviation of these, since it can be high
and significant. Please consider adding some indications of this sort.

Line 158: cross-head speed of 10 mm/minute appears really quite fast (with such a short gauge
length) which would affect the accuracy of results. Please justify, possibly with literature.

About data in Figure 2 and 3, it is clear that passing from 10 to 15 wt.% of any agrowaste the
effect is decreasing tensile strength and modulus. Why progressing up to 20 wt.% then?
Please clarify. Also in this case having some standard deviation of data obtained (I do hope
you did not test one sample per series) would be needed. (This applies also to Figure 4 and
Figure 5 obviously).

About SEM, since you said in the text that fibres tend to touch to each other for 15 and 20 wt.%
of these introduced, one would expect you show also some images at these filler contents
other that only at 10 wt.%. In the absence of this, the SEM doesn't tell much, apart from
obvious voids, which can be reduced by the manufacturing process anyway.

You add agrowaste to vinylester, but do not provide any information on why you did select this
matrix. Please add some information somewhere, may be in the discussion of results.

Conclusions are quite poor and would need some more expansion, in particular on whether
there is some agrowaste more adapted that other to use. Please also note that at Line 267 the
meaning of “the doing well manufacture” is not clear. Please check and correct.

Noted.

Minor REVISION comments

Line 38: please replace “reinforced” with “reinforcement for”
Line 129: please replace the indication in “psi” with the one in International units (e.g., MPa)

Line 167: please replace “was indented” with “were indented”

Optional/General comments

A quite interesting and up-to-date paper with important points needing attention.
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