Reviewer A Comments:
==================
The authors should review the English language of the paper, and should discuss their findings in a more technical language. The presented improvements cannot not be confirmed because the work has not been compared with any of the works that was reviewed from literature.

Response

1. The English language is thoroughly checked and revised for the paper.
2. The finding are discussed technically in the section “4. Simulation Setup”
3. A detailed literature review is discussed in “Table 1” to confirm the presented improvements in comparison with existing technique (discussed in “ 2. Literature review section”) 
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Reviewer B Comments:
==================
- Revise your methodology to be more clear. Paper should be proofread. More discussions are required.  More recent Refs should be included.
- title may need to be revised. it should not include abbreviations. 
- the paper needs extensive revision to highlight the research problem, and how the proposed technique solve it.

Response

1. The methodology is revised at discussed clearly.
2. The paper is proofread by me and by supervisors.
3. The detailed discussion for methodology and results are discussed.
4. Title is revised and doesn’t include any abbreviation.
5. The problem is highlighted well in section “ 1. Introduction” section.
6. How the proposed technique has solved the problem is also now discussed well in sections “ 3. Methodology, 4. Simulation Setup and in 5. Results and discussion”.


At last, I am very thankful to the respected reviewers for their genuine comments for the manuscript. The reviewer’s comments have really helped us to improve the manuscript quality. 
