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Your comments will assist both the editors and the authors in improving the manuscript. 
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I.     REVIEW (written details to be given in Section III)
A.    Suitability of topic 
1. Is the topic appropriate for publication in the conference book?
(X )  Yes                  ( )  Perhaps                ( )  No
2. Is the topic important to colleagues working in the field?
(X )  Yes                 ( )  Moderately So       ( )  No
B.    Content 
1. Is the paper technically sound? If no, why not? 

(X )  Yes                 ( )  No
2. Is the coverage of the topic sufficiently comprehensive and balanced? 

(X )  Yes
( )  Important information is missing or superficially treated.
( )  Treatment somewhat unbalanced, but not seriously so.
( )  Certain parts significantly overstressed.
3. How would you describe the technical depth of the paper? 

( )  Superficial
(X )  Suitable for the non-specialist
( )  Suitable only for an expert
4. How would you rate the technical novelty of the paper? 

( )  Novel                 (X )  Somewhat Novel        ( )  Not Novel                               
C.     Presentation 
1. How would you rate the overall organization of the paper? 

(X )  Satisfactory       ( )  Could be improved             ( )  Poor
2. Are the title and abstract satisfactory? 

(X )  Yes                  ( )  No
3. How do you rate the English usage? 

( )  Satisfactory       (X )  Needs Improvement        ( )  Poor
4. Rate the Bibliography?
(X )  Satisfactory        ( )  Unsatisfactory
D. Overall rating  

1. How would you rate the technical contents of the paper? 

( )  Excellent    (X )  Good    ( )  Fair       ( )  Poor
2. How would you rate the appropriateness of this paper for publication in MecSol 2007?
( )  Excellent Match  (X )  Good Match     ( )  Weak Match          ( )  Poor Match 



II. RECOMMENDATION 
( )  Publish Unaltered
(X )  Publish in Minor, Required Changes (as noted in Section III)
( )  Review Again After Major Changes (as noted in Section III)
( )  Reject (A major rewrite is required before resubmission.)         

(X )  I recommend an extended version of this paper to be published in the 
     Latin American Journal of Solids and Structures


III.     DETAILED COMMENTS
Please state why you rated the paper as you did in Sections I and II. If you have indicated that revisions are required, please give the authors specific guidance regarding those revisions, differentiating between optional and mandatory changes. You can write in English or Portuguese.
Comments:
This is an interesting article, with important results for application in industry. The model is somewhat simple and has the merit to well represent the hanging of fabrics. I enjoyed reading it and bellow are some points to be changed by the author, all concerned with the English usage. I also state that the paper could be submitted to LAJSS if expanded and more equation details given.

1. Change Summary to Abstract
2. In the summary: which iteratively solved…..which, when iteratively solved

3. Title: behaviour (not in the plural)

4. equilibrium conditions, which solution will depend on the boundary… change to…whose solution will….

5. real folds visually not match .... do not match

6. These experiences suggested the use of the 3D expressions developed for cosine boundaries for other shapes and also assumption for the lateral displacement.   This sentence is not clear…..

7. figures are of poor quality for a book

8. This step represents the cloth to be modeled as… substitute : to be modelled ..by .. modelled as…

9. with an fabric point…with a fabric point
10. appear the locus…appear, the locus….

11. because it undetermines ? rewrite

12. become know the amplitude….become known, the amplitude…

13. equations until L' convergence to L.     …improve English

14. According to the previous commented experimental investigations, the wrinkle lines behavior is considered in a cosine way for both cases…..Improve English



