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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 

 

- Introduction: Line 35: grammar revision is required. 

Remove “are” in “Both routing methods”. 

- section 4.1: re-phrasing is needed to clarify the different 

categories and techniques of unicast routing. 

- Line 206: “increased” instead of “increases”. 

- Line 215: “consists of” instead of “contains of”. 

- Section 4.1.2: delay bound protocols are not clearly 

classified and explained. Additionally, some major delay 

bounded protocols are missing. 

- Table 1: some important comparison parameters are 

missing from the table such as delay, scalability, packet 

loss ratio, ...etc. 

- Section 4.3: The difference between the 2 major 

categories (simple multicast and spatio-temporary) 

needs to be explained. In addition, you need to state 

which protocols (IVG, DRG,...etc) fall under each category. 

- Section 4.5.1: incorrect references: Tonguz et al. do not 

correspond to [16] and [22]. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

- Section 2.1: Line 64: acronym of RSU (Road Side Unit) is 

missing. 

- Figures have low resolution.  

- Language/ grammar revision is needed. 

- Conclusion needs to be re-written to cover more than 

just the definition of unicast, multicast and broadcast 

protocols. 

 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

Optional/General comments 

 

- Section 3: the context of the model and probability is 

not clear. Is it used somewhere else in the paper? Does it 

lay the foundation for any other section in the paper? 

It needs to be linked to other sections or context needs to 

be explained. 
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