Evaluation:

1. Presentation (8)

The author should improve the presentation of the paper.

2. Style and Clarity (8)

The paper is straightforward, illustrative examples give better insight about the technique proposed.

3. Methodology (7)

The paper argued that their approach is a combination of Tucker and Tapia’s and Rushdi’s approach. Indeed, the distinction between don’t care and can’t happen conditions was proposed by Tucker and Tapia. Deriving these conditions for Xi from its bounding functions is a good point of the paper. However, the successive elimination is a known technique in Boolean algebra, thus I don’t see the Rushdi’s method part in their approach. It was mentioned in the example though. However, it is better to elaborate it in the problem formulation.

4. Soundness of Result (10)

The result seems good.  A quantitative comparison to existing techniques is preferable.

5. Contribution to field (8)

The paper guarantee to use significantly fewer and significantly smaller maps to obtain the solution of Boolean equations, which is a good achievement in the field of VEKM. 

6. Originality (25)

7. References (9)

8. Appropriate length (9)

Seems OK. 

Total: 84

Summary:

Paper should be published, provided the author(s) complete(s) the revisions recommended in the review.

Review:

In this paper, the author explains a combination of two techniques of minimization of Variable Entered Karnaugh Map (VEKM). The author(s) guarantee that the proposed method requires fewer and smaller maps. This is a good contribution to the field. However, the author(s) did not really explain how they are going to combine both techniques, mostly for Rushdi’s technique. 

The paper should be published if the author provides the necessary revisions and improvements, such as:

1. Improve the style of presentation to make it easier for the reader to understand, mostly for the equation and symbols.

2. Elaborate more on the problem formulation.

