
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 
Journal Name: British Journal of Applied Science & Technology 

Manuscript Number: 2014_BJAST_11514 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Frequency/wavelength of Hawking radiations as characteristics of non-spinning black holes 

Type of the Article  

 

 

 

General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is 

scientifically robust and technically sound. 

To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 

 

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 

 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

PART  1: Review Comments 

 

                                  Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

corrects the manuscript and highlights that part 

in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory 

 REVISION comments 

 

• Be clear on what finding is new and what is a re-statement 

• Hawking radiation is black body radiation which is a 

distribution not a specific frequency; I can see how the black 

hole is in a mass eigenstate, and thus an energy eigenstae 

and thus a frequency eigenstate, but you must talk about this 

distinction between the black body distribution and the 

frequency eigenstate, 

• If the frequency or wavelength, that you say is  a 

characteristic of the black hole, is a function of constants and 

the mass of the black hole, then how is this the wavelength 

characteristic different from the mass characteristic 

• Just because something radiates at a given frequency does 

not mean that it is a black hole.  I am refereeing to line 163 

where you use the word “concluded”.  I would not conclude 

the same 
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You might want to have it edited for English 
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comments 

 

 

I like the idea you are trying to get across, that a black hole has a 

characteristic wavelength.  However it does not pop off the page as 

there are other distractions as I mentioned above. 
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