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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 
 

 
1. LINE 6-28: Authors should consider revising these lines in the Abstract to form a 

continuous flow of sentences taking out the headings; aim, study design, place and 
duration of study, and methodology and should be less than 250 words. The headings 
are not necessary for a journal paper. 

2. LINE 43: This increased use of mobile phone has led to increased deployment of base 
station. 

Authors should consider revising line 43. Replace ‘station’ with ‘stations’. 
3. LINE 45: …antenna and mobile phone or handset. Exposure… 

Authors should ensure to add a space before the word ‘Exposure’. 
4. LINE 46: …irradiates the whole body and exposes an entire community… 

Authors should replace ‘expose’ with ‘exposes’… 
5. LINE 48: …stations within each cell, a base station can link with number of handsets… 

Authors should consider revising the line to, …with ‘a’ number of handsets… 
6. LINE 100: Table 1 should be moved to the next page of the manuscript for the sake of 

continuity and ease of reference. 

7. LINE 100: Table 1 on this line should actually be table 2. The authors should 
implement the needed correction. 

8. LINE 116: The authors should consider revising the line as follows; 

“The graph in Figure 2 shows that …” 
9. LINE 125: The authors should endeavour to make sure that the description of a figure 

goes with the image of the figure on the same page of the manuscript. 

10. LINE 129: …memory and cancer that will be experience after several years of 
exposure. 

Authors should consider replacing ‘experience’ with ‘experienced’. 
11. LINE 79: …shown in table 1. 

Replace ‘table’ with ‘Table’. 
 

All observation raised were corrected accordantly. Thank you. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


