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Compulsory 
REVISION comments 

  

Minor  REVISION 
comments 
 

- The word electricity should be replaced with current (line 33). 
- The full-stops should come after the parentheses citing an author. (see line 35 as an 
example). 
- The right acronym for electromagnetic field Force is (EMF). Check line 53, 
- What Physics laws did authors consider in their work? It is appropriate to state the 
laws considered. -Define all the terms in equation (1). 
-The word equivalently should be removed 
-Increase the font size of all equations used in the work. 
- Stick to a uniform justification style; See line 33 to 49, these lines are left justified. 
-In line 210, the word study area is most appropriate. 
 Check justification from line 220. - The total magnetic field strength continued to 
decrease as the distance from the conductor increases. However, at 600 m, the trend 
changed. Why this change at 600 m? 
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The work is scientifically sound considering the area of research implications (human 
radiation absorption). I find the paper publishable. However, authors should follow the 
review comments and the highlighted original manuscript and effect corrections.  
Finally, the number of citations in the work is minimal. A minimum of 10 authors should 
be cited for scientific paper of this nature. 
Standard referencing style should be followed. Authors are not consistent with work 
listed at the referencing list. 
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