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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This paper aims to unveil a high level and comprehensive botnet detection 
architecture with a proactive fight encapsulation mechanism within server system. 
 
The abstract of this paper should be modified. It should consist of summarization of 
problem statement, objective to achieve, method used, contribution and future work. 
 
There are only 3 figures in the report, however Fig 1, Fig 2, Fig 3 and Fig 4 is 
mention. Moreover the figure is not sync with the explanation. 
 
Have to modify Fig 2 and Fig 3 as they were unreadable. 
 
Should add more current reference from 2015 -2018 as most of the reference is 
below 2015. 

 
 

Overall, this paper is based on some good ideas and certain information is very 
useful. However some of the information should be rearranged and organize so that 
the useful finding can be conveyed easily to others researcher. 
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