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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? 
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Authors should include some more papers relates to data encryption / data retrieval in cloud 
computing. 
Kindly include following papers in references 

1) Balasubramaniam, S., & Kavitha, V. (2014). A survey on data encryption tecniques in cloud 
computing. Asian Journal of Information Technology, 13(9), 494-505. 

2) Balasubramaniam, S., & Kavitha, V. (2015). Hybrid Security Architecture for Personal 
Health Record Transactions in Cloud Computing. Advances in Information Sciences and 
Service Sciences, 7(1), 121. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
English proof reading to be done. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1) Introduction consists of many small paragraphs. All paragraphs should combine into 2 or 3 
large paragraphs. 

2) Duration of the study is less. If possible, authors can increase the duration of study. 
3) Illustrate the methodology into figure or diagram, It gives interest to readers to area the full 

papers. 
4) All diagrams/Figure should have one- or two-lines explanation about the figure. 
5) Remove the underline in Subsection heading. 
6) Section 3 heading should be reframed. 
7) Try to merge small small contents into large paragraphs. 
8) Figure 1 and Figure 2 have same Title. It is not correct. Rephrase the figure 2 title. 
9) Conclusion also combine small and small paragraphs 
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