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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 
 

This paper has a considerable amount of work in it and there are a number of results 
and findings. The overall structure of the paper is good however there are a number 
of issues listed below that need to be solved. If this paper is restructured and the 
writing is improved the authors can provide very interesting findings.  Attached is 
the paper word document. The places where improvements are suggested are 
marked in red.  
 
 
ALL THE PAPER REQUIRES CORRECTION TO THE SENTENCE CONSTRUCTION, 
PUNCTATION, ETC. THERE ARE MANY SPELLING MISTAKES THAT NEED TO BE 
SORTED OUT. E.g. interduced should be replaced by introduced. Vareius by various  
Etc. 
 
The paper needs to be proof read by colleagues and its readability needs to be 
greatly improved.  All sections including the abstract need to be improved.  
 
It is not clear from where the equations used in the paper have been obtained or 
derived. If these have been taken from other papers or other works these need to be 
properly referenced. It seems that this part is missing. 
 
Is it possible to put numbering in the diagram in Fig. 1 to show the sequence of 
events? This would really help the reader understand how the solution works! 
Additionally the authors could include a UML2 Deployment Diagram of their 
proposed system, this would increase the clarity of this paper! 
 
There is no section with the Problem Definition or Proposed Solution in the paper.  
This could be included after the methodology part. The methodology already 
contains the problem definition and proposed solution. 
 
The results of table 4.2 are very interesting. It is important to have more explanation 
about the significance of these results and more discussion. 
 
The  5 Results Discussion section requires more explanations. The authors have 
done a lot of work. Can the authors put more explanation in this part.  
 
The 6 Conclusion Section is again too short for the considerable amount of work the 
authors have carried out. Kindly put more work into the conclusion.  
 
The references need to be corrected. The fonts used do not match!  Kindly try to add 
more references. As already stated it is important to know from where the equations 
come. 
 

Thank you . 
Your recommendations have been taken into consideration. 
All corrections and additions in  the paper are highlighted  in yellow 
color.  
We have done the following: 
 
 The linguistic and spelling errors in the paper were modified as 
highlighted  in yellow color.  
 
"And" was deleted from the title  and replaced with" , "to become the 
title " Arabic English Cross-Lingual Plagiarism Detection Based on 
Keyphrases Extraction , Monolingual And Machine Learning Approach" 
  
The abstract has been modified.  
 
The table was modified in a section pre- processing that contains a 
quotation mark (e.g.: Arabic text how to be processed in a pre-
processing stage) 
 
 
The Fig. 1. The Proposed Methodology Of Arabic – English Cross 
Language Plagiarism Detection has been modified to become clearer. 
 
A diagram showing the Dice Coefficient  algorithm was added in section 
3.4.3 Dice Coefficient fig.3. 
 
 
A paragraph has been added to the introduction to describe the  
problem and proposed methodology as highlighted  in yellow color.  
 
 
An explanation has been added in the Results Discussion section as 
highlighted  in yellow color   
 
A paragraph has been added to explain Table 4.2 
A mentor is painted in yellow. 
 
The conclusion is modified, new paragraph (Future work) have been 
added . 
 
 
 
References were added that used the equations as shown before each 
equation with reference number in yellow colour. 
 
 Two references were added in the related work  section as shown in 
yellow colour 

Minor REVISION comments 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

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) 
 
 

 
We do not see any ethical problems after publishing this manuscript . 
 

 


