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Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. If possible, Author can include experimental waveforms of AMR sensor output 

voltage, conditioned output voltage and Electric current through the load. 
 
 

 

 
 

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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: M. Kavitha 
Department, University & Country Sathyabama Institute of Science and Technology, India 
 
 


