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PART 1:    

Journal Name: BJMCS 

Manuscript Number: BJMCS_19773 

Title of the Manuscript:  Prediction of Productivity of A Yangtze River Port Based on Data Analysis Using Combination of 
Visualization Method and Numeric Method 

 

 

 

  

PART 2:  

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

� Thde paper should be given to a language specialist  

� The authors should be consistent in Equation (2)  the last partial derivative for k, the 

numerator should be capital Q, not a lower case q as presented. 

� On page 3 authors claim that M11, M12…are constants obtained from the 

experimental data, and they go ahead to equate them to data subsequently see 

Equation (6), while as that may be true from their research, but it lacks a proper 

explanation and can-not be well conceptualized as it is at present. 

� On page 3, authors should as well inform us what a and b are in matrix or Eq.(6) 

� X, a and b all cannot be variables that’s not true, refer to first paragraph on page 3. 

� the paper lacks scientific flow. 
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