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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 

 

The design of a MBILS device is studied in the present 

paper. The different modules are detailed with 

interesting technical analysis. However, the text 

needs significant improvements and the discussion is 

too evasive. 

 

1) I have put many corrections in red within the 

text in the scanned document PSIJ_15551-

CORRECTIONS.pdf. Please correct and check 

very carefully the entire manuscript. 

Sentences have to be written in correct 

English. Do not mix American and British 

English: use one or the other. 

 

2) Figures and equations have to be clearly 

depicted. Captions have to be put for each 

figure. Intermediate calculations shouldn’t 

appear. References have to be written taking 

more care. 

 

3) In the design analysis section (line 184), the 

power supply module and the camera 

module are not detailed. 

 

4) The discussion part is too succinct. The 

authors must comment on the tests which 

were carried out. 

 

 

Yes, observations (1, 2,3 and 4) taken to 

significant improvement 
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

1) The title seems very general. It could be 

replaced by “Design of a microcontroller 

based intruder lighting system”. 

 

2) Line 20: Authors say that there are various 

studies on intruder systems. They should 

quote a few references. 

 

 

 

 

 

Observations (1 and 2 )taken 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


