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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript is well and good at innovation and clears the clarity of the reader. It is
well structured and well written. The author does a good job of presenting a highly
technical and complicated process in an easy-to-understand manner. Authors need to
cross check the reference section by addressing the cited contents in the introduction and
related work part. The introduction must be an extended version of the abstract. The
authors must elaborate on the points highlighted on the abstract and give supportive
ideas and references. The conclusions in this manuscript are primitive. Rewrite your
conclusions. References aren’t formatted according to rules. Additional References: The
following articles could be useful: * Has the Future Started? The Current Growth of
Artificial Intelligence, Machine Learning, and Deep Learning.
https:/ /doi.org/10.52866/1jcsm.2022.01.01.013 ¢ A diagnostic testing for people with
appendicitis using machine learning techniques.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1. Change the study's title to reflect the goal for which the current study was created. 2.

The new title should be twenty words or less and free of abbreviations, as these are the
characteristics of a good title in terms of research, according to scientific research
methods. 3. The results section of the study abstract should focus solely on highlighting
the most important findings of the current study. 4. The study's abstract is very long and
contains fillers in the information. I hope it to shorten further and keep only what is
important and serves the research's interests. 5. The study's introduction is also very
long and should be condensed into two to three paragraphs at most, with the last
paragraphs devoted to highlighting the research problem and how to address it within
the framework of the goal for which the current study was designed. 6. The method
section was well-written and does not require modification. I only have one query. Are
the images attached to it from the researcher's work or from other sources? I hope
author(s) consider property rights if these images come from other sources. 7. It is critical
to review the progress of the results in the current study to avoid any errors that reduce

the quality of the research results. 8. The final paragraph of the discussion section should
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be devoted to highlighting the current study's strengths and weaknesses, as well as
explaining the current study's future directions. 9. The conclusion also has a lot of
extravagance and requires a lot of abbreviation, taking into account the answer to the
main question that the reader is waiting for. Was the current study successful in solving
the research problem? 10. Some references need to be updated so that references prior to
2015 are replaced with new ones and what is unnecessary is removed from the current
references, as the number of references is 31, which is a large number to use in the

current study. Good luck,



