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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 
 

 
This manuscript is valuable for scientific committee. However, it needs deep revisions by native English speaker. Punctuations as well 
should be adjusted.  
 The digits should be reduced and write in a scientific manner.  
179.1±0.025J/m2 => 179.100±0.025J/m2 or for such small error may be eliminated. 
12.483333333333343 written many time which is insignificant; two digits after comma are enough. 12.48 
-6.304166666666672  => -6.30 
The measured UV index in the current work should be compared with the value determined by weather forecast in the same city at 
the same time and day 

Please reduce the digits after comma.  

 
- The manuscript has been revised as requested and 

all corrections and changes are presented in the 
manuscript and highlighted in yellow colour. 

- Comparing the results with weather forecast may 
not be possible now due to bureaucracy that has 
delayed us from submitting the revised version of 
this work and we have still not obtained the data. 
We rather suggest in our recommendation that 
future study should take that into consideration. 

- The digits have been reduced to 2 or 3 decimal 
places. 

- The UV index have been compared WHO index. 
Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


