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 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 
 

Theoretically and Logically tested but no hardware implementation on machine 
(system) 
 
Plagiarism issue: Lot of material from book authored Ullman and website Google 
 

We did the dry run of the program using flowchart.  
 
We run the plagiarism test and it was less that 10%. This is good for any 
research work. The acceptable standard all over the world is 20% maximum. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

If done practically through hardware components on machine take a picture of the 
experiment and run the experiment through that step by step showing exact steps.  
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