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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
The idea of this study is interesting and worthy. However, considering the many 
articles in this field, it seems that this article does not have a good innovation and also 
some results do not seem to be correct (database too lean). The following modification 
should be made: 
- Abstract: some of the resulted should be mentioned in this section. 
- As you know, many papers have been done on Catalyst Optimization Design based 
on Artificial Neural Network. What is the novelty of your paper? Please note exactly 
and add in the paper, 
- Most of the results are just reported in the paper and there is no strong analysis. 
Further analysis should be performed for each result. 
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