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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) 

Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

1. The author should cite and introduce more recent and valuable state-of-the-art  approaches 

about incident response. 

2. The references are not up-to-date enough. Make sure that there are several references in recent 

three years, 2011-2014. A review article is better to investigate some up-to-date studies. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

1. In line 43, add “.” at the end of the sentence. 

2. In line 206, “[1], [2] and [4]” � ”[1,2,4]”. 

3. In line 217, “;” � “:”. 

4. In line 221, 222, the sentence “These processes … threats.” � “These processes include preparation, 

detection, formulation of response strategy/planning, containment/preservation, eradication, recovery 

and lesson learned/reporting/follow-up and incident closure. All of these processes should be managed 

in a collaborative manner given the distributed nature of modern-day threats, which is shown in Fig. 1.” 

5. The caption of the figure should be added, such as “Fig. 1 …” 

6. In last sentence of ii in section III, “;” � “:”. 

7. The spacing between ii and iii in section III is too large. 

8. The title of iv, “Containment / Preservation” � “Containment/Preservation”. 

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

This review article introduces several related works of incident response such as Stepwise Forensic 

approach, Security Coordination Model, and so on. The analysis and discussions of unifying the approaches 

were clearly completed. It is a good work to understand the process of incident response and handling. 

However, the references are not up-to-date enough. 
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