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correct the manuscript and highlight that part 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 

1. ‘domestic’ in the Abstract should be replaced by ‘national’ . Insert ‘in’ before existing problems’. The closing bracket ‘)’ 

after (etc.) should be deleted. There will be a stop (.)after ‘coil’. 

2. Explain ‘Hall elements’. 

3. It is written ‘learn’, but what is to be ‘learned’ is not mentioned. Please explain clearly. 

4. Delete (.) after ‘from it’ and then write ‘and to summarize’. This will make sense. 

5. There will be a stop (.) after ‘space’. Try to write in “passive voice”.   

6. In section C, comma (,) before 6 is to be deleted. 

7. This paper has descriptive discussion without having any analytical discussion and numerical results.  

8. The sentence “Volume……..fields.” does not carry any sense. It is to be corrected. Syntax and construction of sentences 

are to be checked thorough for the improvement of the paper. In the penultimate sentence of the section of Discussion, 

the correction of “ Make…..acceleration censors.” is required to convey meaning. 

9. Throughout the discussion you have written “magnetic liquid” and in the discussion section it is written “magnetic fluid”. 

These two terms are to be explained as fluid includes gas. The term “magnetic liquid” requires explanation. Try to 

maintain consistency. Magnet is a solid material. Why it is called a liquid or a fluid? It requires an explanation. 

10. If all the above points are taken into account by the author, the paper may be considered for publication.. 
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1.Key words should be separated by semicolon (;) instead of comma (,). 

2.The MSC no. should be given after Key words. 
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The paper is well written except ‘syntax error, and ‘ improper construction’ 
 

 

 
 

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: Rasajit Kumar Bera 

Department, University & Country National Institute of Technical Teachers’ Training & Research(NITTTR), India 

 


