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PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s

comments
Autors improved the manuscript, they described the software and removed minor
remarks. However, the main drawback, the not representative results of investigatons, is
not resolved. The 10 student's works is not enough. The authors mentioned of problems
with getting more data, because the answer scripts were considered confidential to the
school authority. In my opinion if the additional scripts are used only to test the accuracy
of scoring system, the confidentiality is not violated.

In other words presented system should be validated using testing data set. Testing data
should not be used to create rules. It is very important to use other data to test system
than data to train system (data to create rules). It is required to use bigger set than
questionaries for 10 students.

The research team will work hard to get more
student script to test the accuracy of the system.
More so other test data will also be considered to
validate the system performance.


