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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 1. Please give some background on Apriori algorithm,the same as you did for FP-growth!2. You presented the experimental results. You shouldalso discuss them.3. Your proposed method is relatively better than FP-growth for mushroom dataset (Fig. 2). However, it islikely comparable with FP-growth for the case ofchess dataset (Fig. 3). There must be limitations inyour algorithm. You should describe them.

We have modified manuscript as per thecomments.Brief background on Apriori algorithm is given.Experimental results are discussed in moredetail. The chess dataset is relatively densecompared to mushroom dadatset. In spite of thiscomparable results are obtained. We do notthink algorithm has got limitations.
Minor REVISION comments 1. The words used in the entire manuscript (includingtables and figures) should be consistent. E.g. “auto-associative” vs “auto associative”, “FP-growth” vs “FPGrowth”, ...2. In Fig. 2 and 3, name of horizontal and vertical axisshould be given.

Modifications have been made as per thecomments.
Optional/General comments 1. Information on some references is incomplete. E.g.12 (journal, conference proceedings ...?), 21 (no year)2. About 86% of cited papers are published before2010. Please cite recent publications if possible!

Complete information in references is added.


