
 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Journal of Pharmaceutical Research International  

Manuscript Number: Ms_JPRI_82886 

Title of the Manuscript:  
A comparative analysis of the performance of multiple data mining classification approaches using the Kn fold validation 

Type of the Article  

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journaljpri.com/index.php/JPRI/editorial-policy) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Must include recent(within 5 years papers). Most of the references is out dated 
Source of data set must be included. More description of data set is needed.need to 
cite some of relevant works that have used the similar data set 
How the percentage/selection for training and testing data sets are done 
Accuracy test only not sufficient to valid the proposed method 
Need to include other parameters such as MSE, SSE, RMSE, CPU time etc 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
-methods use for data process need to be elaborated/compared further 
How a precise data set is measured 
-what is a bias data set and how it is been overcome 
What is the categorization system been used 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
-when choosing a method or technique, proper justification is needed 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Saratha Sathasivam  

Department, University & Country Universiti Sains Malaysia, Malaysia 

 

http://ditdo.in/jpri
https://www.journaljpri.com/index.php/JPRI/editorial-policy

