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dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
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The topics Hearth disease risk prediction is one of the hot topics using Machine 
Learning Algorithms. Recent days these health related prediction and risk analysis 
is more important features of Machine Learning algorithms. 
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
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This research work can be analysed with more advanced classification algorithms 
like, LSTM, CNN.  
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