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I was trying to review the manuscript but it turned 
out that the manuscript is not even well written 
with broken language that I cannot follow.. Also in 
most cases, the algorithms the author was trying to 
compare are not even comparable in terms of 
convergence performance, because they are 
designed as MCMC algorithms for different kind 
of problems/settings.. So I am completely not sure 
what the goal of the paper is even though the 
author seems to write some math derivations, most 
of which are published separately elsewhere and 
known. Also, statement in many places are 
theoretically wrong.. 

So I guess I would not bother to list all of the 
comments one-by-one using the review form but 
give these general comments.  
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