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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 

 

 

The subject of this paper is very relevant 
and strategic technological sector analysis by 
means of patent information is not very often 
undertaken. Although the relevance of statistical 
patent analysis is unquestionable, the text of this 
paper should be fully rewritten. The text shows 
several English grammar mistakes and type 
misspellings. 

I guess that Automatic Patent Analysis 
(APA) should be taken carefully because many 
statistic errors always are included in the results 
and sometimes it can yield some critical mistakes. 
Due to a huge variety ways to write a patent 
application, frequently it is possible to find 
different spellings meaning the same things (e.g. 
univercity, university, BASF SE, BASF, BASF 
gmbh and so on).  

I don´t know why Czechoslovakia was 
used instead of Czeach Republic and Slovakia also 
China and Taiwan. APA rarely offers efficient 
tools to avoid misspelling. Every graph and table 
was constructed based upon statistical means but 
no comments concerning confidence bars were 
explored. 
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As I said before, APA should be taken 
carefully and additional analysis in depth must be 
more explored.  

A strong methodology of analysis must be 
created, explored and described; why and how 
keywords have been selected to the corresponding 
subject; treatment of raw results; selection of some 
specific patents; comparisons of statistical analysis 
with local industry production; possible 
government investments and technology 
development should be explored in depth. Some 
important actors in each result should be detailed. 

Above all, I guess that any software 
analysis can be used and more than just one patent 
databank should be used the same way.  

I strongly recommend the text should be 
revised by an English native speaker before 
submission.  
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Some specific contents must be rethought, 
i.e. i) what is the difference between PCT and a 
WO application? ii) more than just EPO database 
must be used to get a trustable sector analysis 
using patent database; iii) table and graph results 
should be detailed and explored. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Ethical issues-:If there are any ethical issues pleas 

clarify. 
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