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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 
 

 
 
The english writing is so poor. For example in Abstract:  
In this paper, different techniques of detecting such activities from the video that been 
proposed in recent years. 
This paper will present the detecting method into three categories. 
Again, Dataset & Video features that help in the recognition process are also presented. 
 
 
Table 1 headers are so ambiguous, I have never seen machine learning or 
computer vision as a Feature!!! 
 
  
The state of the art is not acceptable. At least more than 80% of references should 
be published after 2019. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The references numbering should be sorted. 
 
The subsection numbering is false. (17 sections in section 2!!) 
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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) 
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