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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
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this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is
scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Two data sets are used and the performance of the of LOGISTIC
REGRESSION AND RANDOM FOREST ALGORITHMS is concluded...that’s
fine to begin with ..it is expected to carry out more exhaustive work on at
least 10 different datasets including real world data sets..to reach for proper
conclusions
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