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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

Abstract
- Rewrite as one paragraph and remove subheadings.
- Its should also flow capturing introduction, objectives, methodology and summary of results

Minor REVISION comments

Revise the abstract section into once continuous paragraph

Optional/General comments

Abstract
- Rewrite as one paragraph and remove subheadings.
- lts should also flow capturing introduction, objectives, methodology and summary of results

Key words
- Areokay

Introduction
- Its well written giving a brief detailed view of the group of materials under study

Theory
- structural defects or nonmagnetic inclusions and magnetic saturations are well
discussed in view of the objective of the study/article

Methodology
- materials are well identified
- the method is well discussed
- characterization is appropriately done

Results and discussions
- each section of characterization is well covered and explained
- figures are well illustrated and explained

Conclusion
- its well done

References
- well documents and captured in the body of the article
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Reviewer’'s comment

here)

IAuthor’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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




Review Form 1.6

Reviewer Details:

Name: Cliff Orori Mosiori

Department, University & Country Technical University of Mombasa, Kenya

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)



