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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 this paper, Author told about the study for RF Mixer but in the literature review,
No paper is used for review and finding.

2. Images should be 300 dpi.

3. In the section 3, Authors have used the graphs directly without explanation. How

we can study these without explanation.

4. In the result, No graphical design.

5. Author should rearrange the paper again such as what work is done in section 3

and Section 4.

6. No Future scope of this paper.

1. Papers/studies from past researches are included in Table 1. The table
and the discussion is now included in chapter 2 (previously in chapter 3).
2. Done, figures edited with better resolution.

3. Done.

4. Reconstructed Chapter 4 — Results and Analysis, with graphical results.
5. Done.

6. Added in recommendations.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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