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Specific Comments/Critique 

What are the contributions of the paper?
 This paper proposes a new model that offers an explanation of social network searchability in terms of recognizable personal identities. 

 The authors claim that the proposed model suggest that searchability is a generic property of real-world social networks. 
The performance of the proposed algorithm was not evaluated through the experiment, but was expected to be applicable to many network search problems, including the location of data files in peer-to-peer networks, pages on the world wide web, and information in distributed databases.


  What are the additional ways in which the paper could be improved?

The author present a model for a social network that is based upon hierarchically composed group. But, there are many social networks that are non-hierarchical. For example, Friendship network of children in a US school is non-hierarchical like below.
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So, I think the author considered one part(not whole part) of social networks and this paper is started from insufficient assumption.

The classification of group is somewhat ambiguous. And, there may be exist an individual who belongs to two or more group. Therefore, the length xij can have two or more values, so the length xij can be more shorter than the value of this paper
Other comments to this paper are itemized in the following:

1) Some concepts and terminology are used without any clear definitions or references. For example, what is meaning of triangle inequality?
2) There are some typographic errors and inconsistent formats in the manuscript. e.g., Fig. 2A vs. Figure 2A
3) There are some notations never defined. e.g., α is a tunable parameter,.. but what is a tunable parameter? 



