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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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Include the objective of the study and discussion section

Novelty of the manuscript can be improved using advance classification methods such
as machine learning and deep learning

Number of references used are limited and citations need to be improved of recent year
publication on this field. Refer http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJETM.2022.10048734.
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Figures and tables are not cited in the text, performance of the classifier is not
compared, limitation of the study should include in the discussion section.
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How does it improve our overall understanding of the subject material?

Performance of classifier need to be compared.

The research results and conclusions should be more specific and better digitized.
Improve the grammar quality and paper layout, and enhance the readability and
hierarchy of the paper.

Please add more citations including previous papers with similar studies to highlight the
relevance of this paper
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Manuscript is required minor corrections to improve the quality of the manuscript.
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