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 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 
 

The paper provides substantial work and work done is relevant. Howevr, real time 
data is presented or not it is no clear. So clarify data source, sample time duration in 
which congestion is analysed, such input parameter details are missing. 
Conclusion and abstract is weak, so it can be strengthened 
 
 
 
 

agreed with reviewer, and already corrected the manuscript and highlighted 
the part in the manuscript. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Overall structure of paper can be better and more details of CNN-SVM expected 
 
 
 
 
 

agreed with reviewer, and already corrected the manuscript and highlighted 
the part in the manuscript. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Overall work done is in good direction and based on latest mechanisms 
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