The authors are thankful to both the reviewers for their valuable comments. An effort has been made to fully comply with the reviewer suggestions in the revised version of the paper. The point wise response to reviewer comments is presented below:
  
REVIEWER A:
Few spelling mistakes:
1. Introduction, para 2 2nd last line driving safety and not deriving
Response: Corrected and highlighted in the revised version.

2. section 3, third para last 4th line from Fig. 6 and not from the fig. 6.
Response: Corrected and highlighted in the revised version.

3. section 5, para 2. Let us consider a three and not let us consider there
Response: Corrected and highlighted in the revised version.

4. section 8, para 1 third last line. better performance from the amplifier
and not better performance form the amplifier 

Response: Corrected and highlighted in the revised version.
REVIEWER B:
There are two major comments:

1- In the comparison paper, the authors claim that the gain of their designed
amplifier is 15dB without mentioning any variation. However, in the
sensitivity analysis, their variation is between 7 to 15dB. It would be
worthwhile to mention it in the table. 
Response: In the comparison table maximum gain is reported for each design compared. In order to comply with the reviewer’s suggestion the title of the column in comparison table is now changed to Gain (Max), and highlighted in the revised version.   


2- There are several typos. Authors should go through the paper once and fix them. For instance, caps are used inconsistently. The separation after period is not consistent etc.

Response: The authors have gone through the paper again to comply with the reviewer’s suggestions and an effort has been made to correct the typos, period and CAPS in the revised version and the changes have been highlighted. However in compliance with the standard literature notations, abbreviations for the technical terms are still in capital letters. 
Because the alignment chosen in MS Word is “JUSTIFY” , for the formatting of our research paper, that is why at some places in the paper, the separation after period may still seem to be inconsistent.
