
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Engineering Research and Reports  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JERR_99434 
Title of the Manuscript:  Event-based lateral security control for network autonomous driving system subject to double-quantized scheme 
Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journaljerr.com/index.php/JERR/editorial-policy ) 
 
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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes  
 
Very correct 
 
Okay, however, there is no citation of the reference numbers 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41 and 42 in 
the body of the work. The authors should either include them in the body of the research article or 
remove those references in the reference section completely.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Yes  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. General some words are joint together that are meant to be separate word, for such cases 

the authors should separate such by a space. 
2. On page 2, the full meaning of ETS should be included before the acronym is being used. 
3. On page 3, figure 1, cannot have caption as the figure title, therefore an appropriate title 

should be given by the authors.  
4. On page 6, the single word fort should be replaced with for t.  
5. On page 8: The following statement does not make sense, “Ii need to be careful when 

dealing with it.” Some clarification is needed. Maybe I subscript i. 
6. On page 8, the authors need to consider the system of equations in some places, they are 

referred in this format (X) and in other places simply as X, where X is the system of 
equation number referred to. (X) is better than X. The author should therefore correct this in 
Section 2.7: change 13 to (13), 17 to (17), 21 to (21), and 23 to (23), Similar, 
inconsistencies should be corrected throughout the paper.  

7. 7. Finally, on page 14, replace the phrase, “we hava…” with “we have….”  
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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