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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
• It would be helpful if the authors 

discussed the reasoning behind the 

choices of thickness and nanotube 

percentage they chose to 

investigate. 

• It was not clear if multiple samples 

for each parameter set were 

investigated, and if so, how many? 

• lines 122-124: it is not at all obvious 

from the spectra in Figure 2 that the 

peak positions are shifting.  

• Figure 2: I see remnants of the 

MWCNT (100) and (002) peaks in 

the composites but this was not 

discussed in the paper. This is 
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worth mentioning. 

• lines 138-140: This statement is 

rather obvious and does not 

warrant italics. 

• Figure 3: there was no explanation 

offered for the relatively large 

increases in the permittivities for the 

9% and 10% composites. This 

should be addressed. 

• Do the authors have an explanation 

for the high adsorption in the 37-40 

GHz range? 

Optional/General comments 
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