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Journal of Manufacturing Technology Management - Decision on
Manuscript ID JMTM-01-2013-0003
3 messages

d.j.bennett@aston.ac.uk <d.j.bennett@aston.ac.uk> Mon, Apr 29, 2013 at 3:19 PM
To: a.alabdulkarim@mu.edu.sa

29-Apr-2013

Dear Mr. Alabdulkarim,

Manuscript ID JMTM-01-2013-0003 titled "Assessing Asset Monitoring Levels for Maintenance Operations: A
Simulation Approach" which you submitted to the Journal of Manufacturing Technology Management, has
been reviewed.  The comments of the reviewers are included at the end of this message.

The reviewers have recommended revisions to your manuscript before it is suitable for publication. I think
these are clear and the revisions are doable. Therefore, I encourage you to respond to the reviewers'
comments and revise your manuscript accordingly. Please upload your revised paper by 27-Aug-2013. If you
need an extension to this deadline please let me know otherwise the file in the ScholarOne Manuscripts
system will be closed and you will be unable to resubmit.

To submit your revised manuscript log into http://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/jmtm  and enter your Author
Centre, where you will find your manuscript title listed under "Manuscripts with Decisions."  Under "Actions,"
click on "Create a Revision."  Your manuscript number will be appended to denote a revision.

You will not be able to make your revisions on the originally submitted version of the manuscript.  Instead,
revise your manuscript using a word processing program and save it on your computer with a different file
name.  Please also highlight the changes within the document by using the track changes mode in MS Word
or by using bold or coloured text.

Once the revised manuscript is prepared, you can upload it and submit it through your Author Centre.

When submitting your revised manuscript, please also provide responses to the comments made by the
reviewers in the space provided. You can use this space to document any changes you make to the original
manuscript.  In order to expedite the processing of the revised manuscript, please be as specific as possible
in your response to the reviewers. This information will be seen by the reviewers so please do not include any
details which will identify you such as your name.

IMPORTANT:  Your original files are available to you when you upload your revised manuscript.  Please delete
any redundant files before completing the submission.

Because we are trying to facilitate timely publication of manuscripts submitted to the Journal of Manufacturing
Technology Management, your revised manuscript should be uploaded as soon as reasonably possible.  If
you are not able to submit your revision in a reasonable period of time, we may need to consider your revised
paper as a new submission.

Thank you for submitting your manuscript to  Journal of Manufacturing Technology Management and I look
forward to receiving your revised version.

Sincerely,
Prof. David Bennett
Editor, Journal of Manufacturing Technology Management
d.j.bennett@aston.ac.uk

Reviewers' Comments to Author:

http://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/jmtm
mailto:d.j.bennett@aston.ac.uk
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Reviewer: 1

Recommendation: Major Revision

Comments:
Section 2       The literature review needs to recognise the more general work on maintenance and reliability
(e.g. the work on Anthony Christer).  A paragraph should be added on this topic.

p. 4, line 46   Refers to ten papers, but no references are given.  Please provide the references, maybe in a
table with a short description of each paper.

pp. 4-5 An explanation of the relationship between figures 1 and 2 with the work of Alabdulkarim needs to be
given.

p. 6    Figure 3 requires some explanation.  Also, provide an explanation of how the ‘three models’ are
represented in this figure – via the arrows?

Section 5       The explanation of the discrete event simulation tool is inadequate.  In writing such an
explanation aim to provide sufficient detail that the reader could reproduce the model if desired.  Figure 4 is
unreadable and probably not necessary.

Section 6       Again, the explanation of the case is insufficient for a reader to reproduce the specific model.
 The author needs to justify the use of this case example – why is this suitable for addressing the research
problem?  The first sentence is incorrect; it is impossible to validate a model/tool.  I suggest saying you
aimed to demonstrate the tool in use and/or to test the tool.

Section 7       I found it confusing that you added the experimental factor of two different levels of labour.  This
is outside the original purpose of the research.  I suggest working with just one level of labour in this paper.

        Figure 7 provides a lot of results and there is little interpretation.  The author needs to focus the reader
on the key results of interest.  I would question whether figure 7 is required, as figure 8 seems to be the more
useful representation of the results.  However, it may be useful to report some numeric results for the key
outputs.

        The results analysis needs developing further.  What was the run strategy (warm-up, number of
replications)?  The differences between scenarios should be tested for statistical significance e.g. using
confidence intervals of differences.

Section 8       The generality of the findings, limitations of the work and future research requirements need to
be discussed.

Minor Comments

Last sentence of abstract should be split into two, ‘It proves ...’ being the start of the second sentence.

p.2, line 30    I do not like the phrase ‘time only exists at determined points’.  I understand the meaning, but
the description is not strictly correct.

p. 3, line 25   Move ‘(MSS)’ to before the word ‘system’.

p. 4, line 26   Please add a reference/web address for the Witness software.

Additional Questions:
<b>1. Originality and contribution:  </b> Does the paper contain new and significant information about theory,
practice or application to justify publication? Is the paper relevant to the journal's editorial scope and does it
make a significant contribution to the subject area?: The paper investigates the impact on of different levels of
asset monitoring on service performance using discrete event simulation.  Three levels of asset monitoring are
compared using a simple case example.  I would describe the work as incremental in approach, using
established methods to look in a new way at this problem.
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<b>2. Relationship to Literature and Previous Work:  </b> Does the paper demonstrate an adequate
understanding of the relevant literature and previous work in the field? Does it cite appropriate and up to date
literature sources?  Is any significant work ignored?: Yes, except I would expect to see references to the work
on reliability and maintenance that is strongly related to this work.  A paragraph on this should be added to
section 2.

<b>3. Methodology and Approach:  </b>Is the paper's argument built on an appropriate base of theory,
concepts, or other ideas?  Has the research or equivalent intellectual work on which the paper is based been
well designed?  Are the methods employed appropriate?: The use of discrete event simulation is appropriate
for supporting the investigation in this paper.  There are issues, however, with the execution of the work, which
are discussed in the comments to the author.

<b>4. Results and Conclusions:  </b>Are results presented clearly and analysed appropriately?  Are there
clear conclusions and do they adequately tie together the other elements of the paper?: The presentation of
the results needs to be improved.  The conclusions need to discuss the generality of the results and the
limitations of the work.

<b>5. Implications for research, practice and/or society:  </b>Does the paper identify clearly any implications
for research, practice and/or society?  Does the paper bridge the gap between theory and practice? How can
the research be used in practice (economic and commercial impact), in teaching, to influence public policy, in
research (contributing to the body of knowledge)?  What is the impact upon society (influencing public
attitudes, affecting quality of life)?  Are these implications consistent with the findings and conclusions of the
paper?: To an extent, but this could be improved in the concluding discussion of the paper.

<b>6. Quality of Communication:  </b> Does the paper clearly express its case, measured against the
technical language of the field and the expected knowledge of the journal's readership?  Has attention been
paid to the clarity of expression and readability, such as sentence structure, jargon use, acronyms, etc. Is
the length of the paper appropriate for the work it presents?: Yes, the paper is well written and clear.

Reviewer: 2

Recommendation: Major Revision

Comments:
as mentioned in items from 1 to 4.

Additional Questions:
<b>1. Originality and contribution:  </b> Does the paper contain new and significant information about theory,
practice or application to justify publication? Is the paper relevant to the journal's editorial scope and does it
make a significant contribution to the subject area?: From the my understanding, this paper does not
explicitly show clear problem identification, and thus resulting in very unclear contribution.

<b>2. Relationship to Literature and Previous Work:  </b> Does the paper demonstrate an adequate
understanding of the relevant literature and previous work in the field? Does it cite appropriate and up to date
literature sources?  Is any significant work ignored?: The paper does not thoroughly discuss the relevant
literature and previous work on the issues:

why there is a need to do this research?
why using des? what is so special about it?

<b>3. Methodology and Approach:  </b>Is the paper's argument built on an appropriate base of theory,
concepts, or other ideas?  Has the research or equivalent intellectual work on which the paper is based been
well designed?  Are the methods employed appropriate?: The paper lacks several points in the methodology
which include:
a. no proper development of the model
b.no proper discussion on using of des for the developed model such as what are the input or output of the
model, what the theory behind it and etc.
c. no proper discussion on the conceptual model.  The given model is more like a flowchart..very difficult to
understand.

http://b.no/
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<b>4. Results and Conclusions:  </b>Are results presented clearly and analysed appropriately?  Are there
clear conclusions and do they adequately tie together the other elements of the paper?: The case study is not
clear. What can be achieved and what has been achieved?

<b>5. Implications for research, practice and/or society:  </b>Does the paper identify clearly any implications
for research, practice and/or society?  Does the paper bridge the gap between theory and practice? How can
the research be used in practice (economic and commercial impact), in teaching, to influence public policy, in
research (contributing to the body of knowledge)?  What is the impact upon society (influencing public
attitudes, affecting quality of life)?  Are these implications consistent with the findings and conclusions of the
paper?: It has the impact to the society but the paper does not very well written.

<b>6. Quality of Communication:  </b> Does the paper clearly express its case, measured against the
technical language of the field and the expected knowledge of the journal's readership?  Has attention been
paid to the clarity of expression and readability, such as sentence structure, jargon use, acronyms, etc. Is
the length of the paper appropriate for the work it presents?: the technical language is acceptable.

DEADLINE: 27-Aug-2013

* How-to-submit-a-revision.doc
33K

Abdullah Aalabdulkarim <a.alabdulkarim@mu.edu.sa> Mon, Apr 29, 2013 at 3:40 PM
To: Peter Ball <p.d.ball@cranfield.ac.uk>, Ashutosh Tiwari <A.Tiwari@cranfield.ac.uk>

Dears,

Please find below that the paper submitted to JMTM has been accepted subject to a revision. 

Please find below email of the reviewer comments.

Regards,

Abdullah Alabdulkarim

Begin forwarded message:

From: d.j.bennett@aston.ac.uk
Date: 29 April 2013 03:19:00 PM BST
To: a.alabdulkarim@mu.edu.sa
Subject: Journal of Manufacturing Technology Management - Decision on Manuscript
ID JMTM-01-2013-0003

[Quoted text hidden]

* How-to-submit-a-revision.doc
33K

Tiwari, Ashutosh <A.Tiwari@cranfield.ac.uk> Wed, May 1, 2013 at 12:23 PM
To: Abdullah Aalabdulkarim <a.alabdulkarim@mu.edu.sa>, "Ball, Peter" <p.d.ball@cranfield.ac.uk>

Well done Abdullah.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=b9b9ff2b3f&view=att&th=13e562934b1e227d&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
mailto:d.j.bennett@aston.ac.uk
mailto:a.alabdulkarim@mu.edu.sa
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=b9b9ff2b3f&view=att&th=13e563cfdd96b8ee&attid=0.1.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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Ash

 

From: Abdullah Aalabdulkarim [mailto:a.alabdulkarim@mu.edu.sa] 
Sent: 29 April 2013 15:41
To: Ball, Peter; Tiwari, Ashutosh
Subject: Fwd: Journal of Manufacturing Technology Management - Decision on Manuscript ID JMTM-01-2013-
0003

[Quoted text hidden]
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