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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 
 

 
1- why choosing the place? What's so interesting? 
2- how the detector work? And what is its component? You should mention in 
material  and method 
3-tables 1 through 4 can be combined in one table after deleting latitudes and 
longtitudes and area point 
 

 
 
                 Done as requested 
  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1- no need to have three decimal points in radon concentration like 6.660 can be written 7 
2-some numbers need to be corrected : 47610 and 144,613  
3-some important information needs reference 
4- some reference need to be corrected (ALARA) 
5- the range " from 3% to 14% " is to wide then he said 15% ? 
6- No need to include the equations for mean value and standard deviation 
7- cigarette smoking can be written smoking 
 

               
 
                 Done as requested 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Language need to reviewed  
Some information about the places may be added like the area size , history, the ventilation 
information, and why choose the ten places for placing the detectors 
 

     
 
                  Done as requested 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
            No ethical issues 
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