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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. the work is to measure the speed of alternating
electricity with 3 MHz 8 frequency region and untles
circuit parameters, finally, the speed of altemgti
electric field can be 209 times more than the spded
light. It's a very interesting issue.

2. The 2“line before equation (1), “.for a simple
circuit, ...” should be given more detail descripfion

3. The set up for the experimental shown in Figurs tbo
rough to understand. This is suggested to be exqdai
mode deeply.

4. The input impedance of the oscilloscope is Dkim,
does any reason for the speciffical value?

Thanks for the reviewer’s kind comment,

* The 29line before equation (1), “.for a simple
circuit, ...”

We have made changes and given a detail
description.
* The set up for the experimental shown in Figuré
is too rough to understand.
Following your suggestion, | have added more
explanation.

* The input impedance of the oscilloscope is
1M_ohm,

Following your suggestion, | have added an
explanation.

Minor REVISION comments

1. all of the cited equations are suggested marked with
the references number.

2. No conclusions are shown in the work??

3.Thus, not contributions are expressed at current stage.

* Following your suggestignhe cited equations
are marked with the references number.

* The conclusions are shown in the end of the
paper.

We have improved the discussion part and the
preliminary conclusion as highlighted in yellow
colour.

Optional /General comments
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