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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

Algorithm explanation is not clear. Author should give more 
information about this algorithm. For example, which programming 
language and operating system were used to develop. 
 
Especially authors have to give more details about attributes of 
dataset for that they used to develop algorithm. There must be a 
table of attributes that show all details about attributes. And how 
these attributes are selected should be mentioned. 
 
Also authors should compare the performance of this algorithm with 
any other tool.  
 
Authors say that this is a classification task. Therefore, they need to 
evaluate ROC (Receiver Operating Characteristic) Analysis in order 
to observe result. 
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I don’t understand why there are duplicate references. (e.g. Ref 2 
and 7 or Ref 15 and 16 are duplicates!) 
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