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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 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
People can characterize about 40 shades of gray, so a 256-shade image. 
Change the sentence as “People can characterize about 40 shades of gray out of 256 gray shade 
image.” 
The words “We, our, us” has to be removed from the entire paper.  Atleast remove this words from 
the related work, Which has been implemented by others, not by you. 

A simple map image is presented below: - Change the sentence as “A sample map image 
is presented below: -“ 
  
Flood fill algorithm given in the paper work for one pixel, for region of pixel iteration or loop has to be 
included.  
Image 4.1 is not available on the paper, change it as image 4 
Figure numbers has to be indicated properly on the paragraph. 
 

 
All correction done 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
In algorithm it is mentioned as color image as input, in the implementation section input image is grey 
scale image, specify it uniformly.  
Pre-processing and noise removal steps are not shown on the result and discussion part.. 
Statistical comparison can be included. 
 

 
Done 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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