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

Optional/General comments

Comments:

1. The authors organized the article to summarize just their work while it should initially contain
the background study, the research gap and then the objectives of this study. Finally, the
abstract should contain the methods they developed.

2. Introduction section seems structures as it should be. It would have been better if they added
more references of their study.

3. In the literature review section, the authors didn’'t highlight the limitations of the previous
studies.

4. In the proposed methodology, the authors used only traditional models for training purpose.
The authors didn’t build any unique model. They contributed by creating a user-friendly
interface. Furthermore, there is no description on how the dataset is created, how they are
annotated and any snapshots of the used dataset.

5. Finally, most of the references are not cited along the texts. The reference style and the paper
structure should be structured according to the journal’s policy.

Final Comment: Major revision Needed.
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