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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 
 

 
 
First of all I strongly suggest to the reviewer to add the following reference in the 
introduction part as the below paper talks about steganography based method and 
the paper is the latest one. 
 
 
Nanotechnology and cryptographic protocols: issues and possible solutions, In 
Nanomaterials and Energy, Volume 8, Issue 1, June 2019 

 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1680/jnaen.18.00006 
 
 
 
I would like to see the changes once the paper is duly revised. 
 

 
 
Noted 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
Revise the paper. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


