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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Evaluation of the percentage solubles and fibre characteristics of different parts of Raphia Hookies (Tietie, Piassava, Petiole and Frond) are studied. 
Different fibre dimensions and morphological characteristics of Raphia Hookies (Tietie, Piassava, Petiole and Frond) are discussed in this proposed work for the production of various grades of papers.
This is a good attempt for the preparation of required standard material for paper production. 
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	Yes, the title of the article is suitable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. Abstract may be in the present form.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, based on the percentage solubles, fibre characteristics and morphological indices of different parts of Raphia Hookies with citations, the manuscript is scientifically proven.
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	References should be included with recent insights.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, they may simplify the sentence in some sections for better understanding especially in result and discussion section. 
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	Research gap should be clearly projected at the end of introduction section.

Schematic representation should be included in Materials and methods, Results and Discussions sections in each sub sections if applicable.
Materials and methods section,

Methodology, specification of materials may be included with citations if needed.

Results and Discussions sections 
Percentage solubles of different part of Raphia hookeri, Fibre dimensions of different parts of Raphia hookeri and Morphological indices of different part of Raphia hookeri should be represented with suitable graph with recent insight citations to get better clarity for discussion.
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