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	Reviewer Comment
	Revised Phrase

	
	
Reviewer-1

	

	1.
	This paper delivers a discussion about an opportunity to developing a
better automatic abstractive summarization task by concerning in several
possible works. Since there is no presented experimental result and only a
recommendation, then it is difficult to consider the feasibility of this
paper to be publish in journal. There is no evidence that can be shown to
ensure that if the possible works are to be done, it will succeed as
expected.

	I've added experiments in my research using news article data.

I did a summary of corruption article in one sentence. The sentence format is previously defined and the extracted information is used to fill the sentence format.

This experiment achieved precision until 0.82.


	
	From reviewer-2
	

	1.
	The research idea is very interesting but it's lack of technical aspects
and quantitative measurement.
	The Some question with review-1;
I've added experiments in my research using news article data.

I did a summary of corruption article in one sentence. The sentence format is previously defined and the extracted information is used to fill the sentence format.

This experiment achieved precision until 0.82.



	2.
	This research has many interesting observed aspect such as feature
extraction, machine learning and model. These aspects are technical aspects.
	The feature extraction  as shown in Table 1.

	3.
	 3. Images in this paper are poor, please redraw them.
	I have done and completed  with new fig (fig 3,4,5 and 6)

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


