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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 

 

Author mentioned 3 different algorithm for the hybrid 

classifications. In my opinion, how these algorithms 

combined as hybrid classifier must be explained briefly 

in methodology.  At least there should be a flowchart for  

hybrid algorithm thus readers can visualize the 

combination of these algorithms. There is a flowchart but 

it is for testing phase not for overall process of the 

algorithm. 

 

Author said tables contains execution time for the testing 

phase but I cannot see them. 

 

Also there should be comparison table for overall process 

which shows all experiments' result in one dimension 

thus we can observe results of all algorithm in one place. 

 

Plagiarism issue: According to iThenticate report there 

is 23% similarity score which is high in my opinion. I 

have attached the iThenticate report for this manuscript 

as a supplementary file. 

And author should be concerned about this problem. 

 

Modified 
Flow Chart added. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Corrected and Table 1 added. 
 
 
Modified and Table 8 added. 
 
 
We rewrite a high Plagiarism paragraphs. 
 
 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Conclusion seems a bit short. For example author should 

give suggestions for the future improvements or how 

other scientists can use these process. 

Also author should compare the result of himself with 

other studies which use similar methodology. 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

Optional/General comments 

 

 

According to iThenticate plagiarism report, the 

manuscript has a bit high score and authors should 

concern this situation. 

The manuscript shows a different perspective of text 

classification which is important I believe. It would be 

better if the comments above are applied. 

Thanks for your great and valued revision. 

 


