Response to Reviewer 2 Comments


[bookmark: _GoBack]
Point 1: The abstract is extremely lengthy. The authors must compress the abstract into that with 200 words maximum.

Response 1: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. We have rewritten the abstract in the revised manuscript.

[bookmark: _Hlk36367310]Point 2: The English seems to be clumsy; therefore, I strongly recommend the authors to offer the edition of the English to some office.

Response 2: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. We have checked the grammar, spelling, and etc., carefully and polished the writing by a native speaker.

Point 3: The introduction section is tedious to read because some unnecessary descriptions are contained. Additionally, although various abbreviations are used, they are not listed using a nomenclature section. Because of these irrelevancies, the introduction section requires a high concentration of the readers. The authors must describe the introduction more clearly while reducing the unnecessary information for the purpose of this study.

Response 3: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. We have deleted some unnecessary descriptions and reduced the number of abbreviations to make the introduction more clearly for readers. Moreover, we have added the Abbreviations behind the Conclusion.

Point 4: Despite the tediousness of the introduction section, the experimental section is often too terse. It is more important for many readers to reproduce the experiment than to understand the motivation of the authors for conducting this study.
Response 4: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. In order to reproduce the experiment for many readers, we have rewritten the experimental section to give more experiment information.

Point 5: The subsection 2.8 is extremely too terse. The authors provide the independent subsections for the syntheses of AOBA, HPEB, M, and PSCTLCP as 2.2-2.5, respectively. In contrast, the experimental characterizations are treated in one subsection. It seems to me that the authors regard his style of the descriptions

Response 5: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. We have checked the experimental section and especially rewritten the subsection 2.8 and the experimental characterizations to give more experiment information.

Point 6: The synthesis of 4-allyloxybenzoyl chloride was not conducted, was it?

Response 6: No, 4-allyloxybenzoyl chloride was synthesized in 2.3.

Point 7: The definition of R0 is missing.

Response 7: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. The R0 is the linear correlation coefficient. The definition of R0 is shown in line 322 with colored characters in the revised manuscript.

Point 8: There are no descriptions on the methods how to obtain the E and R values.

Response 8: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. According to the Arrhenius equation (ηa=Aexp(E/RT)), R is the universal gas constant，the values of constants E and R0 can be determined by means of linear regression (refs. 6-7,43-44) and the fitted curve of composites are shown in Figure 9. 


Point 9: It is difficult to image the composite materials fabricated in this study. I strongly recommend the authors to show several photographs of the composites.

[bookmark: _Hlk36260044]Response 9: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. The composite materials are fabricated by traditional melt blending. According to common sense of composite materials (refs.4,19), LLDPE is the continuous phase, MH is the dispersed phase and PSCTLCP should be located at the surface between MH and LLDPE. However, in this paper, we mainly focus on the processability and toughness of composites. In fact, SEM test is used to study the effect of PSCTLCP on the facture morphology of MH/LLDPE/PSCTLCP composites.

Point 10: There is a possibility to produce the anisotropy by the extrusion and granulation. Was there an anisotropy in the fabricated composites? If the composite materials were anisotropic, the direction where the force was applied in the tension test must be denoted.

Response 10: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. The melted PSCTLCP is anisotropic and is easily oriented under the external forces during processing. Samples to be tested are obtained by an injection molding machine at melt temperature of 210 oC. We have added the corresponding description about the direction where the force is applied in the tension test in the characterization section.


Point 11: Commonly to the issue in Comment 9, there are no descriptions and figures on the configuration of the composite materials used for the experimental characterizations.

Response 11: We appreciate Reviewer’s valuable comment. SEM test is used to study the effect of PSCTLCP on the facture morphology of MH/LLDPE/PSCTLCP composites.

Point 12: I cannot find any descriptions on the results of the experimental characterization on the toughness of the materials.

Response 12: The elongation at break of MH/LLDPE/PSCTLCP composites is used to characterize the toughness of the materials. The elongation at break of composites is significantly increased, shown in Figure 11(c). 



