	Manuscript Title: 

	 Item-Based Collaborative Filtering Recommendation Algorithms

	Student Number: 

	 2007-30798

	Name: 

	 Jeong Hwan, Jeon

	Date: 

	 Oct. 24, 2007

	E-Mail: 

	 hwan63@snu.ac.kr


	

	Manuscript Review Form
Summary of Evaluation 

O Excellent X Good 0 Fair O Poor 

Recomendation to editors 

O Accepted 

X Accepted with Minor Revisions 

0 Accepted with Major Revisions 

0 Rejected 

Reviewer Comments 

  

Referee Report for Author 

Organization 

(Poor) 

1 O 

2 O 

3 X 

4 O 

5 O 

(Excellent) 

Clarity 

(Low) 

1 O 

2 O 

3 X 

4 O 

5 O 

(High) 

Length 

(Too Long) 

1 O 

2 X 

3 O 

4 O 

5 O 

(Too Short) 

References 

(Incomplete) 

1 O 

2 O 

3 X 

4 O 

5 O 

(Adequate) 

Correctness 

(Incorrect) 

1 O 

2 O 

3 X 

4 O 

5 O 

(Correct) 

Significance 

(Low) 

1 O 

2 O 

3 O 

4 X 

5 O 

(High) 

Originality 

(Low) 

1 O 

2 O 

3 X 

4 O 

5 O 

(High) 

Attachments 

(Unnecessary) 

1 O 

2 O 

3 O 

4 X 

5 O 

(Helpful) 

If Survey Coverage 

(Shallow) 

1 O 

2 X 

3 O 

4 O 

5 O 

(Broad) 

Contribution 

(No New Results) 

1 O 

2 O 

3 X 

4 O 

5 O 

(Significant) 

Specific Comments/Critique 

What are the contributions of the paper?
  This paper proposes a new algorithm for item-based collaborative filtering recommendation systems.

The author claim that the result show that item-based techniques hold the promise of allowing CF-based algorithms to scale to large data sets and at the same time produce high-quality recommendations. 
The performance of proposed algorithm was evaluated through the experiment, comparing to the basic k-nearest neighbor approach.


  What are the additional ways in which the paper could be improved?
 
This paper proposed a new algorithm form user-based algorithm to item-based algorithm.

But, by only one type of algorithm, it’s hard to expect really high-quality, because each has individually strong points and weak points. So, some conversion algorithm is needed.
Therefore, I’d like to suggest the authors to 

 1) mix user-based algorithm and item-based algorithm by adding appropriate weightness.
 2) develop a new item-based algorithm based on user-based algorithm. Because, there may be some users who well match to the user-based algorithm, and who well match to the item-based algorithm.

comments to this paper are itemized in the following:


1. There are some references never mentioned in the paper content.

2. Some concepts and terminology are used without any clear definitions or references. For example, what is "static"? What is "long user rows"? 

3. There are some notations never defined. e.g., what is “Ir”? 

4. There are some typographical errors. For example ,“shif”  is incorrect, “shift” is correct.
5. There are two approach in CF-based recommender systems, memory-based approach, and model-based approach. But, the author compared new algorithm only with memory-based technology.



