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Reviewer # Comments 

Reviewer 1 The authors have to significantly improve the technical writing and graphical 
presentation of the paper.  
It would also be very desirable if a better and clearer graphical presentation 
can be used in the revised version. 

Reviewer 2 This study reviews the factors that determine the strategy of universities to 
improve webometric rankings using the CFPR method. At first, the idea was 
quite interesting when discussing the weaknesses of the ranking method 
based on webometrics. We think the author will propose a new method that 
will improve the existing method. The author only applies one type of fuzzy 
system, CFPR, to determine the appropriate strategy for universities to 
improve their rankings. Moreover, as we expected, the result will not be far 
from the number of active authors, the number of publications, the number of 
citations, and the like. This research does not raise new issues and new 
methods, so it does not show its contribution to computer science. 
The chair may consider accepting this paper if there are improvements, 
including: 
1. Instead of discussing the weaknesses of the webometric method in the 
introduction, the author should discuss research related to the strategy of 
higher education in increasing its ranking. 
2. The author must explain the expertise of the experts involved in assessing 
the importance of the webometric criteria. 

Reviewer 3 The background of the problem, objectives, methods, results and conclusions 
can be shown clearly. 
But in English writing is needs to be improved, especially in abstract, 
recommended to do proofread it first. 
Please check again the punctuation mark (.,),  there is a punctuation error in 
the introduction of the first paragraph, in the sentence " Webometrics from 
Spain. , Eduroute....." 
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Reviewer # Comments 

The second paragraph of the introduction "Research on solving weighting and 
ranking problems using MCDM has been carried out by [6]" delete the 
sentence "by", just until "carried out [6]". 
"The application of the AHP method in assessing web presence 
conducted by [9]" Delete the sentence "conducted by", just until the "web 
presence [9]" 

Reviewer 4 1. Experimental results and their analysis are not sufficient. Additional 
results with rigorous analysis are necessary. Comparison with similar results 
from references is also important 
2. Add a discussion on the results of the experiment, for example by 
comparison with the experimental results of other experiments using other 
methods 

Reviewer 5 The problems presented are very clear, accompanied by a fairly clear gap 
analysis. This paper provides scientific and technical contributions based on 
adequate literature review. I propose that the paper be accepted for 
presentation. 

Reviewer 6 -  

 


