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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 
 

1. These models give good forecasts for future observations but may not be so accurate as 
expected.( In abstract), no need for this sentence since the ARIMA outperformed the ANN in this 
study.  

2. Fang and Berlin (2014) is not related Literature Review, remove it. (In 2.0 Related 
Literature Review) 

3. Shamsuddeen and Muhammad (2020) give justification WHY in this study the ANN 
outperforms the ARIMA, while in your study, the ARIMA outperformed ANN.   

4. 3.3.9 Comparison of ARIMA with ANNs Results (is not clear at all, reformat. Rephrase).  
5. Reformat the figures in the study with label and captions from the text.  
6. In the conclusion, please identify the justification why ANN didn’t perform well in your data, since 

you assumed that ANN will perform better, and in previous studies, ANN performed better, is the 
problem in your data which made ANN in this study perform worse? Or there is another reason, 
give the detailed justifications please.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

None 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
None 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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