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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

This study aims to apply

data mining techniques to investigate the demographic
features of socially disadvantaged

groups in Taipei and Kaohsiung by using population
data collected in the 2000 census to

provide reference for social welfare decision makers in
understanding these groups and

forming policy.

The text is inadequate in several parts.

The methodologies used are not adequately described,
also in the data mining and in the GIS techniques used.
The article structure is confusing: in many parts for
example the authors envisage the benefits of the study
and the positive implications of

methodology applied.

Conclusions are not present.

There are not citations in the text.

Minor REVISION comments

Page 0: the words of the title should not be placed
between the keywords

Page 0 and following: the structure of paragraphs of
article must be change: divide “research background”
in “Introduction” and “Aim of the study”

and union “Literature review” and “Research method”
in “Materials and methods”

There is not a paragraph “Results” but only “Discussion
of results”

There is not a paragraph “Conclusions”
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Page 0 and following: there aren’t citations in the text:
it's impossible to control the list of references at the
end of the article and understand the statements of the
authors and the statements derive from scientific
sources

Page 0: “Statistical report issued by the

Directorate General of Budget, Accounting &
Statistics, Executive Yuan” needs to be

adequately cited in the Reference section

Page 0: “Council for Economic Planning and
Development's population estimates” needs to be
adequately cited in the Reference section

Page 1: “Taiwan's
revised Senior Citizens Welfare Act” needs to be
adequately cited in the Reference section

Page 1: “Executive Yuan's 1994 Social Policy
Framework” needs to be

adequately cited in the Reference section

Page 2: the flowchart is not clear and simply to
understand

Page 3: The research steps

employed in this study must be improved. This is a
fundamental part of the study and the steps used
require a description much more increase and detailed
Page 4: There is not a paragraph “Results”

Pages 5,7 ,8: The Tables n. 1,2 and 3 need more
accuracy and clarity in the titles and inside the cells
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Page 9: There is not a paragraph “Conclusions”

Optional /General comments

The study, although of interest, requires a serious
reorganization of all aspects. Some results presented
are confusing and do not seem to have followed a
scientific approach. The results of this study, presented
in this way, could hardly be used by decision makers
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