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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The author fails to mention in the title, the type of telecommunication network where quality 
of service is evaluated. I suggest a revision of the title by suggesting this, Comparative 
Analysis of GSM Quality of Service in Effurun, Warri Delta State, Nigeria Using 
Petroleum Training Institute as a Case Study.  
I saw some typos and grammatical errors in the paper. The author should read the 
paper again and correct the typos and error in the use of tense. I do not think that 
the pictures of the buildings where the measurements were taken should appear in 
the paper. The pictures can be removed. If it is possible, the result of the 
measurement can be subjected to further useful statistical test, instead of deriving 
conclusion from the raw data obtained from the measurement. 

The title has been adjusted, the typos has been corrected. 
 
I included the building where the measurement was done for proper 
understanding of the terrain and geographical locations. 
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