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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This paper is mainly concerned with mining the data related to pre-procurement of 
manufacturing equipment and allocation of budget for the work. The introduction 
presented satisfactorily, but could have been better if some part of the rather large 
abstract were removed and included in the introduction part. The rules, algorithms, 
data and other methodologies used are presented in a reasonably.  

Abstract summarized and gave the picture of the whole work.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Conclusion should be a more elaborated and abstract can be reduced to bring up a good 
presentation to the work done.  

More information has been added to “conclusion” but the contents in abstract 
need not to be reduced. It summarized the whole work.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The appendices are excellent and eye-catching. 
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