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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The overall presentation of this work is very impressive.  
 
However, to improve the quality of this work, Including the measurement of other properties 
to the tensile characterization test comes highly recommended. 
  
Experimenting on the feasibility of using other support materials would further authenticate 
the findings made in this work. 
 
 

 
 
This is a preliminary work, and we have difficulties in obtaining samples other 
than tensile. This will be done in further work, 
as the possible application of other support materials. 
Thank you for your observation. 
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