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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 The manuscript describes automating system to score text work of
students, eg essays. The problem and presented ideas are very
interesting. The main drawback is the not representative results.
The accuracy was measured on 10 student's works, what is
definitely not enough. The algorithms should have , that are not
representative. Moreover, the rules extracted from training data
should have been used on other cases, should generalize.
Because the algorithm has many parameters, e.g. dictionaries, the
number of tested examples should be bigger, in my opinion several
hundred student's works.
The other remark is the request to add more details of created
and/or used software. The programming languages and/or
environments could be described. The used data could be available
on web page connected with paper.

Minor REVISION comments 1.problem with capital letters in  abstract;
2. literature reviews, please reformat text to make it more clear;
3. page 3 last line, dot is expected after ‘learning algorithm;.
4. please include the link to sources of presented software and to
testing data; other researchers should have oportunity to test
described method.

Optional/General comments the work should be published if the testing set will be greatly
extended and the accuracy of scoring by presented approach will
be acceptable
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