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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

None

Minor REVISION comments

Article english language should be improved.
Grammatical correction of the article is required.
Article needs to be re-edited and formatted.
Correction of abbreviations is required.

Keywords should be clear and need to be modified.
References should be in one standard format.

The whole paper’s English grammar and spelling
have been checked and re-edited. A number of
corrections have been made. The keywords have
been modified; and the whole paper including
references section has been re-formatted
following the journal’s standard format.

Optional /General comments

The article represents a novel contribution to the
analysis of large size data sets with efficient and rebust
combination of algorithm and visualization techniques.
Title and propositions are stated good with well
reasoning to the problem under consideration.

I suggest if the author of the article includes a section of
“Results and Discussion” which shows comparison of the
results of both the techniques.

Thanks. A section of Summary and Discussion
has been added before References section.
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