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community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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suggestions here. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
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Grammatical corrections recommended, found a few instances with grammatical errors. 
2. Author has selected very good number of papers for literature review, however a few solid papers 
with the advanced 
methodologies are missing. 
3. The proposed method for collecting digital evidence from IoT device (as in fig 7) doesn’t seem to be 
a new one, as it is 
already in practice. What is new in it? And what advantages are there for the recommendation? Author 
has to detail that. 
4. Since it is a literature survey paper, it should clearly identify the gap after analysis of existing 
systems and the problem 
identified should be mentioned. 
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