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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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	1. There are no labelled diagram, some of them are blurry.
2. Some of the proofs need to explain in details but those explaination is missing.
3. Few of the important words are misspelled such as “Boole’s or TRU E”.
4. The concept is good, but it requires little more theory to be added at the end. Please check with that.
	

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

	The author has explained hashing properly, but still he/she can add more details in the “graph” part. The title should be short, it is long enough for a book chapter.
	

	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.

	No abstract is there, it starts with introduction.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Some of the formatting are required to be done, for example:
· The author can add some more images.
· The figure and table name can be written in a small size.
· Appendix could be added too.
· Equation number can be added too.
	

	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 sentences may be required for this part.
	In this, hashing is defined properly but still there is proper structure is missing, which makes reader confuse while understanding the calculation. In the second half of the chapter, graph can have more details, there are many examples or graphs which can be explained in this chapter. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	No recent references are there (within 5 years). The author has added 1977, 1982, and too old references. 
Atleast 20 recent references should be there for the book, within 5 years of references, which is missing in this.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	



No
	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Not proper referencing is there, old references were used. 
· Proper structure is missing. 
· No labelled diagram is there.
· Grammar errors
· Incomplete explaination during proofing a theorem.
In this, hashing is defined properly but still there is proper structure is missing, which makes reader confuse while understanding the calculation. In the second half of the chapter, graph can have more details, there are many examples or graphs which can be explained in this chapter.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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