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The method used to solve the power and speed issues 

are not detailed at all. The author(s) should clearly 

tell  

(1) why the adder configuration proposed is 

better than the previous ones, and  

(2) how and what parameters of the nanotubes 

were selected for the transistors,  

so that the results can be reproduced by an 

interested researcher.  

 

As it is mentioned in the paper that the 
adder configuration is better than the other 
previously existing designs because of the 
use of: 

1. Transmission gate adders 
2. CNFET  

 
 
The basic parameter of nanotube, which 
has been selected is the diameter of CNT. 
And except this the other parameters like 
channel length, thickness, mean free path 
etc. There are about 20-30 parameters 
which are considered. All these are 
difficult to mention in a paper. That’s why 
I have not mentioned that. 
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