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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

Recommended improvements and changes: 
Page 1, line 6, Abstract: “alot of” to “a lot of”, 
Page 1, line 11, and Page 5, line 180: “330kv” to “330 
kV”, 
Page 1, line 31: “…systems also have its 
disadvantages…” to “…systems also have their 
disadvantages…” 
Page 2, line 90: why is not used SI system of physical 
units?, “Gauss” is old unit in CGS system, moreover, 
not for H, but for B, 
Page 3, Tab. 1: why do you present Tab. 1 for 
“ICNIRP” and “European Union”, when the presented 
limits are identical? Or is it any mistake there? 
Pages 3 and 4: I recommend to write variables in 
italics, not only inside numbered equations, where it is 
O.K., but also in the text, see e.g. c, E, h, f, etc., 
Page 5, Tab. 2: “Distance (M)” to “Distance (m)”, 
Page 6, line 195: “Tab. 2 show…” to “Tab. 2 shows…”, 
“…Fig.1 show…” to “…Fig. 1 shows…”, 
Page 6, line 214: “300KV” to “300 kV”, 
Page 7, line 221: “results shows” to “results show”  
Pages 7 and 8, References: some references are not 
completely presented, e.g. with missing pages, please 
check all of them and correct. 
Throughout the paper:  
‐ it is rather unusual to mark chapters by 1.0, 2.0, etc. 

(I would use 1., 2., etc.), but maybe, it is given by a 
format of the journal, 
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‐ use spaces between numerical values and physical 
units, e.g. not “11000km”, but “11000 km”, or not 
“50Hz”, but “50 Hz”, etc. 

Optional/General comments 
 

I consider this paper as a review article pointing out on 
some problems with possible effects of high power 
lines on inhabitants living near of them, and comparing 
results of measurements to international standards. 
Besides, recommendations are also provided for both 
people and energy companies. The paper evokes me 
rather a technical report of some practical 
measurements done in a concrete area. 
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