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Reviewer’s comment
The paper presents a technique for evaluating user 
perception of level on social networking sites 
using Fuzzy Logic. The methodology used is 
correct and interesting and the application on 
Facebook, Twitter and Linkedln illustrates it 
successfully. The given references are relevant and 
adequate. 

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 In the conclusions section it is stated 

among the others that the “conventional 
methods for analyzing social networking 
site user perception of security have 
limitations and do not fully explain the 
user perception phenomena. The 
perception………..or ‘value’  a system ”.  I 
believe that this argument is not 
supported adequately from the discussion 
performed in the paper and that a better 
analysis is needed on this matter.  

The point raised is well taken and 
has been corrected. 

Thank you.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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