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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

Minor REVISION comments

This paper aims to examine the treatment effectiveness of mobile devices based on the
type of malware infections accrued (hostile or malicious malware).

Modify the abstract, exclude the ‘presentation’.

It is advisable if the author can analyse Figure 2, 3 and 4 in a Table and make conclusion
on the result obtained from this 6 figures.

The reference citation are not consistent, sometime use number (e.g [7,8] and sometimes
use name). Please modify the citation.

The reference should 70% consists of year 2015,2016,2017,2018 and 2019. But here it is
mostly < 2015. Please update the reference.

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

We appreciate the input and revision from the reviewer. We have addressed
the reviewer’'s comments in the following:
e We have corrected the word “presentation” and replaced it “study.”
e We have included a table summarizing the observations made from
the figures (Table 2).
e We have corrected the references to be consistent throughout.
e We have included more recent references. However, there are a
limited number of compartmental modelling focusing on the dynamics
of computer virus.

Optional/General comments
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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