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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	The study of Raphia hookeri fibers for pulp and paper production involves evaluating the percentage of solubles, fiber dimensions, and morphological indices of different plant parts. This analysis helps determine the suitability of Raphia hookeri as a raw material for papermaking by assessing fiber characteristics like length, width, and cell wall thickness, as well as the chemical composition influencing pulp yield and paper quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable. The title is informative and accurately reflects the content of the study.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive, summarizing the methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it contains several grammatical errors and could be made more concise for better readability.

Mistake observed - “ground into power” should be “ground into powder”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Found OK. The explanation of sample preparation and analytical techniques is clear.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are current and relevant. However, Formatting is inconsistent; standardize according to the journal's referencing style.
	

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


	Grammar and structure in some sentences need attention (e.g., “may stands out” should be “may stand out”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables could be reformatted for improved readability.

Typographical errors persist (e.g., “shot” instead of “short” in fibre classification).

A few ambiguous phrases (e.g., “may be because og the present of pitch”) need correction.
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