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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

Although I think that the subject addressed by the article is interesting, But, i do not
see its applicability in electronic security field. However, as its relevance as a
scientific article, it is necessary that the authors make some corrections. The main
one is in relation to topics Results and Discursdes also in conclusion. Where in any
job, be it practical applicability or not, always will require a confrontation these the
results with the results of other literature reference and parameter, which does not
occur with the article submitted, where the results are considered escelentes, but
compared to what?

Minor REVISION
comments

In my opinion, as the equations and their applications, especially in relation to
mathematical calculations, they should be put together in the appendix; and only the
results should be reported in the main text (eg the calculation of peak voltage (Vpeax) the
number of line 132). But this is repeated from the number (100 to 174).

We miss the software algorithm used in microcontroller programming. The same should
have been placed in the appendix together with commented results, in addition to
detailing what it presents improvement over others that perform the same function.

Optional /General
comments

The number of lines 253-255 could be replaced by the phrase "Averenge all of the
variance (Table 4) = 0.005 min."
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