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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

The author(s) should follow all the article prepma
instructions for this journal. The organizatiorntioése sub
sections need to be corrected. There are subse&itri,
2.1.2,... after the subsection 2.2.

Trace Based reasoning approach needs to be atawify.

Neuro-Fuzzy Models needs to be clarified more tetai
including fuzzification and defuzzification stepsed for this
research. The figures related to Neuro-Fuzzy Moaedsot
clear.

Conclusion needs to be refined. Sufficient evideénoe the
results should provide with each conclusion. Thetfo
conclusion needs to be clarified.

>> The corrections for the subsections of 2.2 has
been done.

>> More clarification about Trace Based
Reasoning can be found in Review 5A.

>> More details about Neuro-Fuzzy system can
be found in Review 5B.

>> Please consider the Review 5C

Minor REVISION comments

Figure 1 and Figure 6, Figure 7, Figure 8, Tabl€ahle 4,
Table -5, Table -7 are not clear for the reader.

Hopefully, they are more clear now.

Optional /General comments

The manuscript deals with an interesting topicerieral
interest despite the fact that the presentaticdh@paper is
not satisfied. | believe that the paper needs tet e
indicated clarifications prior to publication.
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