
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

Manuscript Number: Ms_JSRR_50978 

Title of the Manuscript:  
AXIAL AND RADIAL VARIATION OF FIBRE CHARACTERISTICS OF Bambusa vulgaris 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

The fiber dimensions of plants usually are measured to predict their papermaking 
properties. From this point of view, the arithmetical mean calculation for fiber length 
is not very suitable. The length weighted or weight weighted calculation will give 
more accurate information. Another point is that the volumes of woody mass at 
different sections (%25, %50 ad %75) are different, author can put this into 
consideration to calculate the more accurate average values for whole plant. 
From obtained data will usefull to calculate and present information about fiber 
morphology (Runkel ratio, Mülhstep ration, etc.). 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Put space between number and units 
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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