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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- Please suggest change of the title as appropriate, and how should authors 
organize their paper 

2- Abstract is too long, make the abstract as short as possible (but not too short) 
3- Introduction section: explain the context of the study and state the precise 

objective. An Introduction should contain the following three (3) parts: 
- Background: Authors have to make clear what the context is. Ideally, 
authors should give an idea of the state-of-the art of the field the report 
is about. 
- The Problem: If there was no problem, there would be no reason for writing 
a manuscript, and definitely no reason for reading it. So, please tell 
readers why they should proceed reading. Experience shows that for this part 
a few lines are often sufficient. 
- The Proposed Solution: Now and only now! - Authors may outline the 
contribution of the manuscript. 

4- You should improve your analyzing and present comparison of your results to 
those obtained in similar studies 

5- Finally, improve the semantics and the writing, polishing the English as well (e.g., 
avoid "Last but not least" expressions, in order to use concise language 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The purpose of this study was to keep someone from entering the room due to high body 
temperature systems  but some extra short comments (as suggested above) would further 
increase its scientific value 
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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) 
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