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1. In respect of practise, different computer 
architecture (memory, cpu, bus, etc.) will 
definitely influence the performance of ISA, so, 
how can your work help programmer to make 
choice?  Unless you give detail analyse about 
the relationship between architecture and 
algorithm.  

2. At least you need do some deep analysing 
work about how the size of data influences the 
performance from the view of algorithm. And 
the data structure will also play some kind role 
in this work, you need pay some attention. 

3. This empirical work is weak in both theory 
analyse and algorithm analyse. 

1. The details analysis about the 
relationship between computer 
architecture and algorithm were 
mentioned now the scope has been 
elaborated as suggested 

 
2. A more elaborate analysis has been 

done regarding the data size 
influence on performance. 

 
3. Improvement has been made as 

suggested 
 

Minor  REVISION comments   

Optional /General  comments   

 


