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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

Positive Comments 
I appreciate you to chosen this problem. 
The literature survey is extremely nice.  
Since the objective is systematically executed properly. 
No Comparison with the existing method(s). 
Improve your own writing skills 
Dataset contains very minimum number of patient’s 
record.   
It should have taken a huge volume of dataset for the 
data mining analysis. 
 
There was no mention of the limitations of the study, 
one of which is the apparently high dropout rate.  

Oh, thanks. The challenge I had in gathering 
data hindered us from gathering more than 52 
records of patients, 

 


