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I reviewed the article titled "Handwritten 

Arabic characters recognition based on 

wavelet entropy and neural network", and 

the conclusion is as follows. 

There is a similarity with other papers about 

75% as follow 

1-19%match (internet from 11-october 

2010) 

http://gandalf.asis.uib.no 

2-14%match with 

Daqouq,k.,and k.y.al azzawi: 

"Arabic vowels recognition based on wavelet 

average framing linear prediction coding and 

neural nerwork",speech communication 

2013 

3-6% match with 

Khalaf,Emad; etc 

"Wavelet packet and modular arithmetic for 

text independ speaker identification 

"European journal of scientific research 2011 

4-4% match (internet  from 6-jun-2010) 

htt:// dissertation.ub.rug.nl 

5-there is other researches similar to this 

paper with 4&2 % 

Conclusion 

Its a review paper and nothing new in it. 
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