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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 suggestion is to include the appendices into the main text and to reduce the 
number of references. 
 

 
Thank you very much. Delegating some material into appendices is giving the 
reader the choice to read this material or skip it. Reduction of the number of 
references is detrimental since the paper has a strong stress on being  a 
tutorial and pedagogical exposition. Therefore,  we  feel that the suggested 
changes do not enhance readability of the paper. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The paper is a valuable tutorial about Carnaugh map. The style is well understandable, 
enjoyable, the Figures are clear. 

 
Thank you very much. 
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