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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 

 

The problem of solving comrade linear system it is of interest in many areas of science.  

The paper “On Solving Comrade Linear systems Via Transformations” provides a 

promising and innovative algorithm for solving comrade linear systems. However, more 

detailed explanations about the proposed technique have to be reported. 

• In Introduction much more details concerning the innovation carried out by the 

proposed work are needed: “In this paper, we introduce more efficient 

algorithms based on transformations. Our proposed algorithms are completely 

different than the algorithms in[9].” Explain here why do the new algorithms are 

different than the ones in [9]. 

• A clear explanation illustrating why SCOMTRANS algorithm will not fail should 

be provided.  

 

• The author’s conclusions need to be significantly strengthened. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

 

In Abstract: “This paper introduce different numerical” the word introduce has to be 

changed in introduces.  

On page 2 the word algorithms in the statement:  

“In [7], the author has introduced an efficient numerical and symbolic algorithms” has to 

be changed in algorithm . 
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On page 4: will be refer has to be changed in will be referred. 

On page 5: “All experiments carried out in MATLAB 2014a” were carried out is the correct 

English form.  

“CPU@2.40GHz 2.40 GHz” I think should be corrected. 

On page 7 some incorrect forms: developedfor; al-gorithm; Threenumerical; com-

petitiveness. 

The statement: “will not fails” has to be changed in “will not fail.” 

Please clarify the Plagiarism: The same paper was already published on ResearchGate 

by Abdelrahman Karawia on October 2015. The web link is: 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282798718_On_Solving_Comrade_Linear_s

ystems_Via_Transformations.  

Optional/General 

comments 

 

 

The English form in which the whole paper was written should be strongly revised by 

the authors. 
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