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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

Optional /General comments

Thiswork isrelated to high yield pulping of rice
straw, and improvement of paper properties by
adding MCC/CaCOs. Thework is not anew. Title
of the paper iswrong.

Author isfailed to support hiswork in the
introduction. Unnecessarily started
introduction with H202 pulp bleaching
mechanism. Thereis no literature review
on rice straw pulping at low temperature
and akali or high yield pulping. Author
was supposed to mention of reason of
MCC filler with proper citation. Rice straw
pulp inheritably contains high amount of
fines, which caused higher surface
properties.

Total volume of work is not sufficient.
Only one condition was used for pulping,
which was bleached in 1, 2 and 4% H202.
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Results and discussion is unacceptable. In
the discussion, author should stated
pulping results first. But suddenly started
with X-ray of MCC. In Table 2, air
permeability of 2.5% and 5% MCC/
CaCOa filled paper was lower than the
unbleached pulp. How?

And many more
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