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• This paper addresses the problems for 
software requirements selection using Multi 
Objective Inverse Machine Learning (IML) 
Model approach. In this paper, authors have 
analysed the performance of improved IM, 
AHP and WHS models for software 
prioritization in terms of accuracy, learning 
time, MSE and RMSE.  

• Although authors have not discussed latest 
research papers published in this domain 
during 2016 and 2017 which suggests many 
deep learning algorithms for the solution of the 
same problem. Still, the research work 
conducted by authors is satisfactory and is 
very useful for ranking of software 
requirements for new version upgrades at 
minimum cost.  
 

Thank you for the opportunity to revise the 
manuscript. Below I summarize my responses 
to your comments. I believe that all of the 
comments have been addressed in a way that 
would be found satisfactory. I thank you for 
your detailed and thoughtful critiques. The 
manuscript has been greatly improved as a 
result of your effort. My point-by-point 
responses to comments are detailed below.  
 
 
 
 
Reference 7 was published in 2016 and is 
included in the paper.  
[7] Chomal, V., Saini, J. R. (2016)   A 
Parameters - based Approach for Requirement 
Prioritization. Journal of Science and 
Technology. Vol.5 No.1, 2016, ISSN: 0975-
5446. 

 
 
 


