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feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

1. Comprehensive literature review needs to be done especially on 
recent articles. 

2. The tensile testing procedure you followed needs to be stated and 
the exact corresponding standard. 

3. You need to explain how you maintained your ratting liquor at 37 oC 
and 25 oC. 

4. Your results have been presented but you need to discuss it 
especially to explain the departure from basic knowledge or 
literature. Example, Kenaf fiber is known to have tensile strength in 
the range of 200 – 900 MPa but you are reporting an insignificant 3 
MPa. 

5.  After addressing item 1, then your references would have been 
beefed-up. The references also need to be arranged to follow the 
Journal’s specification. 

 

Minor REVISION 
comments 
 

1. Grammatical errors need to be corrected especially in use of 
punctuation marks, spacing and ‘of’. 

2. You may use words like ‘determine’ in objective because objectives 
require quantifiable terms rather than vague terms like access. 

3. There should be consistent colour for each group of variant in the 
graphs i.e. maintain a colour for 1 % and another one for 2 % etc. 
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comments 

1. What happens at 0.5 % or at 3 % urea concentration? This is the 
need to design the experiment and optimize your results. 
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