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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
The problem stated in the abstract is not clearly concluded in the conclusion part.

The objective of the article is not clearly mentioned in the abstract

We revised both conclusions and abstract

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

In the title of the article have to specify the name of the two method instead of two novel
method

We changed the title to be

A Comparison of the Methods of Boolean-Equation Solving and Input-
Domain Constraining for Handling Type-2 Problems of Digital Circuit
Design
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