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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Yes, the manuscript on Sentiment Analysis by Hierarchical Deep Neural Networks based
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? on Rhetorical Structure Theory is important for the scientific community, particularly in the
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) field of natural language processing and sentiment analysis. The innovative approach of
integrating RST with HRNN addresses key limitations of traditional sentiment analysis
2. Is thetitle of the article suitable? methods, such as the inability to capture discourse structure and nuanced sentiment
(If not please suggest an alternative title) nuances. This research contributes significantly to the advancement of sentiment analysis
techniques, offering a more comprehensive and accurate way of analyzing and
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? understanding textual data, which has wide-ranging applications in areas such as
marketing, customer service, and social media analysis.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 2. Yes
3. Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. It effectively summarizes the purpose,
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? methodology, key findings, and significance of the research in a concise manner, providing
a clear overview of what the manuscript involves.
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 4. Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. They provide a clear
additional references, please mention in the review form. and organized framework for presenting the research methodology, findings, and
conclusions, making it easy for readers to follow the flow of information and understand the
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide study's progression.
additional suggestions/comments) 5. Yes
6. YES
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly YES

communications?
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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