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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
    This is a very good idea and design concept to improve the productivity as well as for  
better quality. Usually conversion package and setup machine are always concern to the 
machine utilization, Technician ratio and its quality which is related to Technician’s skill. 
This design will help to improve all concern as mentioned. 
      
     Following are some minor comment; 

1) To better understand, please specific or mention this is QFN package which is flat 
frame and be panel design strip. 

2) Would recommend to mention about procedure or instruction on how to use or 
setup this new anvil block (The augmented anvil block) design such as selection 
hole by dap size guide line (table) for technician to setup. 
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