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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
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1. The manuscript is useful for scientific community because of the of the voice over IP

(VolP ) through the internet nowadays very widely

2. lsuggest the title be Performance evaluation of VoIP analysis and simulation

3. The abstract can be more details related to the obtained results

4. The subsections are too much can be summarized specially section 3

5. Yes according to the results obtained

6. The references are suitable for the manuscript even some of them not so recent
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

1. The language quality of the manuscript is good
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The abstract can be given in more details about the results, section 3 subsections can be

minimized
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