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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 Authors developed a model to develop the ContingencyPlanning of University Information Resources. Theydeclare general and known issues. Their work includeslocal specs and used data is very small. Thereforeanalysis results do not have general properties. So workhas minor or no novelty. If authors proposed a generalmodel to develop develop the Contingency Planning ofUniversity Information Resources and they test theirmodel using generic data it would be novel work.

Revisions have been made in the DiscussionSection 3.4 and the Conclusion in Section 4

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments


