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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. In the abstract, Authors should add some more information regarding in the 

end. 
2. Same problem in the introduction section, author should add about section 

2, 3…… 
3. Rewrite the methodology again. 
4. This paper only tell about the simple electronic system  

No Literature review  
No Finding  
No market analysis  

5. In the result and discussion section, author should add some graph, 
graphical result. 

6. No future scope. 
 

1. Information regarding in the end were added in the abstract. 
2. Same thing was done in section 1 
3. The methodology was rewritten as instructed  
4. Relevant papers were reviewed and cited in the text 
5. A chart was added to illustrate the relationship between the designed value 
and the measured value. 
6. Future scope was included in the conclusion. 
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