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Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Indicate in a few words the extra contribution when 
compared with references 6, 7, etc. 
 
For example numerical SAR calculation with SAM 
phantom is similar to result of to reference (7) (M. T. 
Islam et al). 
 
What kind of equations found from the references 5-8 
or equivalents are used in this manuscript for the 
simulation. 
 

Our work shows the effect of the different 
shielding materials with three different 
antennas to achieve the better SAR reduction. 
 
 The SAR results might be close to Ref. [7] for 
ferrite with helix only, but we calculated it for 
other types of antenna and other head models.  
 
The equations used for SAR calculations are 
the same foe all references but we introduce a 
comparison with different models and different 
antennas to come out with the best model for 
the design 
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