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	REPORT ON

DETERMINING THE CONTINUITY OF SOME POLYNOMIALS USING SPLINE

FUNCTIONS 
The paper is read with high interest. Some comments are given below:

1. Abstract: This study empirically provided theoretical background on spline

function, as well as examples that illustrate how spline function model was

applied to construct the continuity of a polynomial after a breakpoint (KNOTS).

This was done using blood pressure data from patients which reveals a

polynomial of order four (continuity model) was built which could be used

further for interpolation – can be further improved. 

2. Literature Review: Not comprehensive. Spline is a large and vast topic.

The references also very less. 

3.  Methodology: Is not clear. No novelty is found in the paper. Neither new

finding etc. It’s just simply application of linear regression to the given

data. 

4. Results: It’s just linear regression to the given data sets.  
Overall, the paper is not recommended for the publication. The authors are

advised to revise again the paper by including more information as well as

some novelties to the work. As of now, it’s just simply linear regression.  
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