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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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Design and Analysis of a Dual-Band Microstrip Patch Antenna for Sub-6 GHz Applications 
 
Grammar:  The author uses the US standard of English language instead of the British standard. 
On that basis, there are spelling mistakes e.g.  
                   US: optimizing, utilized 
                   British:  optimising, utilised 
    Generally, there are a few grammatical errors.   
Rating writing score: 85% 
Clarity: 75%  
Abstract: Well written  
Introduction and Problem Statement: Well-stated and good. 
Other Sections: Good 
Engineering Information: The information in the engineering sense is well-designed and good.  
The values obtained from the simulation are good, analysed, and well commented on.  
Referencing:  Good and current and well placed in the paper. 
Acceptance:   Accept with few grammatical errors 
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