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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript contributes significantly to the scientific community by addressing an 
important gap in current research. It presents novel insights or findings that have the 
potential to influence future studies, offer practical applications, or challenge existing 
theories. The methodology is well-designed and the results are clearly articulated, 
making it a valuable addition to the field. However, if there are weaknesses, such as 
limited sample size or lack of clarity in certain sections, these should be addressed for a 
stronger impact. Overall, I appreciate the manuscript’s potential to spark further 
investigation and advance knowledge in this area. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
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 minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

AftercarefullyreviewedTitle:AnalyzingRoutingProtocolsforMobile Ad-Hoc Networks in NS2: 
INTSM, AODV, and DSDV under Node 
DensityVariationsbasedonauthorscontribution,strengthandemergingworkoffiledmydecisionisAcc
epted withfollowingmajorre-revisions: 
1.RewriteAbstractpartwithcrispmanor 
2.RewriteIntroductionpart 
3.Addjustificationofmanuscriptoutcomes 
4. Add abbreviations of all the short forms 
5.Rewritesummarypart 
6. Addlast10yearsrelevantreferences 
7. Addsomerelevantfuturerecommendations 
8. Addandrewriterelevantbackgroundworkswithmeritsanddemeritsandfindproblem 

identificationbasedonbackgroundwork. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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