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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? 
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The manuscript shows hints of significance for scientific world, yet needs substantial 
improvement, there is no any valid source of data used and looks very artificially created. 
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Yes, it is it presents some challenges in cybersecurity field but needs substantial 
improvements. 
Abstract requires improvement with research contributions, research results etc. 
 
Not good enough to meet journals criteria, the methodology section must include some figures and 
block diagrams, case studies method related figures and citations also avoidance of bullet form 
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