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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?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
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additional suggestions/comments)

Yes
Yes, but can be improvised.
Yes.
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one can be modified for the same.

b) Implementation screenshots of the working system mandatory as the efficiency

table has been added.

5. Yes, although the F1 Score can be enhanced from 71% and 59% by increasing the
training dataset and the number of epochs. A Machine Learning Model with such an
accuracy is termed incapable for handling and adapting changes in input data.

6. More recent technologies and advancement in Fuzzy Engines can be added.

Mostly yes, except a) A comparative literature review can be added or the present

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

1. Yes, a Grammar check suggested.
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