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 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. In Fig. 1, the captions of the two elements are 

wrong.  Please correct them. 

 

2. In line 53, the authors think that the new 

structure proposed in this paper gives a better 

reflection phase range and phase variation 

compared to the conventional square element. 

However, it is not found that the comparison 

results between them about the reflection phase 

range and the phase variation. Please add the 

analyses about them. 

 

 

3. In the paper, only the simulation results of the 

antenna are shown. Please give the measured 

results of the antenna. Also, the whole geometry 

of the antenna should be added. 

 

 

 

 

1. Caption of Figure 1 has been corrected. 
 
 

2. The necessary correction to line 53 has 
been added and becomes as: “better 
reflection phase range compared to the 
conventional square element”. The 
comparison requires are also included in 
Table 1. 
 
 
 

 
3. The fabrication and full experimental 

examination of the antenna is rather 
complex, and we feel it can be the 
subject of a future publication. The 
simulation results included in the paper 
are comprehensive.  The whole 
geometry of the antenna is added in 
Figure 6 as required by the reviewer. 
The numbers of other figures that follow 
Figure 6 are also corrected. 
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