
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research in Computer Science 

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRCOS_80123 

Title of the Manuscript:  
ENHANCING THE DESIGN OF A SECURED CAMPUS NETWORK USING DEMILITARIZED ZONE AND HONEYPOT AT UEW- KUMASI CAMPUS 

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.journalajrcos.com/index.php/AJRCOS/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. In page 3: the following paragraph is repeated twice: 
 
 “The security of a campus network needs not to be compromised since it hosts 
different categories of users, according to researchers at the University of Bath 
and Northampton (Bath) They claim that all information, software and hardware 
need to be protected from intruders, attackers, and hackers.” 
 

2. You did not mention Figure 1 in the text 
3. Some time you write figure 3.1 and sometime Figure 3. Names of figures 

should be unified in all text 
4. You should unify the names of the tables in all text (ex., Table 4.1 or table 4?) 
5. Figure 1 should be clear. 
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Mohammed alchaita 

Department, University & Country Higher Institute for Applied Sciences and Technology, Syria 

 


