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with reviewer, corrects the 

manuscript and highlights that 

part in the manuscript. It is 

mandatory that authors should 
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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

Figure 1 2 3 4 are used by author to explain the challenges faced during skewing. However, this 

challenges are not the inherent challenges that everyone dealing with skewing image are facing. 

These problem are due to author previous imperfection or lack of technical skill in processing the 

image. In other words, the author creates the challenge himself and tries to solve it instead of solving 

a challenge that everyone in the field is facing. When the challenge validity is doubted, the motivation 

of the paper is challenged; the rest of the paper is just a bunch of sentences that have gone into wrong 

direction meaninglessly. More precisely speaking, figure 2, deterioration plus haloes after rotation 

can be avoided using binary image instead of gray level image. The figure 4 lost character, is actually 

the approach of skewing is technically weak. Normally, software engineer would not be so be so 

incompetent such that the rotation will cut off part of the number. 

 

So: find a more convincing motivation for your method 

 

Processing time which used as one of the performance comparison is quite subjective because each 

author has different computer with different specification. Normally, we use the algorithm Big O 

complexity which is more general and objective to compare. 

 

So:  if not possible to know the Big O complexity of other author’s algorithm, at least you have to 

know yours.  

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

 

Having skew character to be recognized by OCR will need to OCR to be more robust to recognize. So 

easing the skewing process might deteriorate the OCR process. Please explain on this issue. 

 

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

Quality of flowchart is terrible, it is blurred.  
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