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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
2. Is the title 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. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Missing data is a common issue in many fields, what are the innovative methods for handling DAE? 
It would be a significant contribution. This is especially true if existing methods have any notable 
limitations to find the efficiency or accuracy. 
If the method can be adapted or extended to other types of neural networks or data imputation 
problems, its impact will same or any changes will occur. 
 
The current title is suitable and clearly conveys the main focus of the research. 
 
Yes, it clearly states the problem of missing data and the significance of improving DAE training 
efficiency. 
 
The appropriateness of subsections and structure in a manuscript is crucial for clarity, readability, 
and comprehensiveness.  
significant improvements in training time and data recovery performance compared to traditional 
DAE training methods are clearly addressed. 
 
Are the results interpreted correctly in the context of the hypothesis and research questions? 
Does the discussion compare the findings with previous research appropriately? 
Are the limitations of the study acknowledged and discussed? 
 
The Manuscript references are sufficient and appropriate. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
Grammatical corrections related to the English language is needed. 
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Some minor revisions paper may accept. 
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