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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The Research Paper is Accepted with following Minor Revisions: 

1. Abstract- Highlight Aim/Objective of the paper. In the last line, highlight what 
results are attained and in what percentage and in what parameters. 

2. Introduction- Make the Introduction broad, Add Objectives of the paper and 
Highlight the Organization of the paper. 

3. Related Works- Highlight the Gaps Identified in the paper after Related 
Works. 

4. Architecture diagram should be made more broad and detailed. 
5. Add the following references to the paper: 

 
Alzubi, J., Nayyar, A., & Kumar, A. (2018, November). Machine learning from 

theory to algorithms: an overview. In Journal of Physics: Conference 
Series (Vol. 1142, No. 1, p. 012012). IOP Publishing. 
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