
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 

Journal Name: Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

Manuscript Number: Ms_JSRR_33172 

Title of the Manuscript:  ASSESSMENT OF CALL VOICE QUALITY OF GSM NETWORK OPERATORS IN 5 CITIES IN KWARA 
STATE 

Type of the Article  

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

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 
 

 
In the Results and Discussion, The Author should 
go straight and state the results and discuss it; He 
should not be explaining his methodology. The 
results are too verbose and needs to be re-casted. 
 
Several typographic errors. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 4 – ‘evaluate’ change to ‘evaluates’ 
Line 12 – Give full meaning of ‘MOS’ 
Line 21-22 – separate keywords with space; key 
performance indicators (KPIs) not included in the 
abstract 
Line 28 – ‘outburst’ change to ‘rapid development’ 
Line 36 – ‘(popoola et al.,2009)’ change to ‘(Popoola et 
al., 2009) 
Line 40 – ‘Ajiboyeet al., 2007’ change to ‘Ajiboye et al., 
2007’ 
Line 50 – ‘demandfor’ change to ‘demand for’ 
Minor errors at Lines 52, 53, 55, 57 
Line 64 – What is ‘PSTN’ 
Line 86 – ‘All things being equal’ be removed 
Line 101 – 105 – Unnecessary repetition and should be 
removed  
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