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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.Why 50 and 100 work stations are chosen in the study? Any valid reason such as 
to represent heavy or moderate traffic. 
2. What is the definition of corporate network? 
3. Author did not explain on why the values of H = 0.7 and D =1.3 are used for 
comparison. No detailed explanation. 
4. The flow of the paper is quite confusing. Why do the simulation using OPNET is 
required, since the mathematical model have been derived? 
5. How do you validate the results obtained from simulation?  
6. “Hurst index is estimated and all these methods have it accuracy and errors. The 
Hurst index estimated are summarized in Tables 1 and 3 for 50 and 100 work 
stations” It is not clear on how the Hurst index is being calculated and estimated. 
7. Include comparison of results between simulation and mathematical for H and D. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1.Figure 2 is not clear. Please include a table showing the simulation parameters. 
2. Author is suggested to include the latest paper which is from 2017 and 2018 as 
reference. 
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