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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) 
 

 
 
NA 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
 
Yes 
 
Partially 
 
  
Reference numbers [6],[8],[15] are not recent.  
Since the manuscript is survey paper, more references should be included. 
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written.  
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The authors should use bar graphs, pie chart for fair comparison of the protocols and algorithms 
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