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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

This paper should present  the segmentation methods in details.  

It is focused only in medical side. The author must rewrite  the work and add 

some details for the technology methods. 

 

 

A source Reference [30] Image processing and diagnosis of sickle cells in Erythocytes 

which is focused on image segmentation. 

The manuscript is a comprehensive study on Sickle Cell Anemia and usage of 

technology for its diagnosis purpose in easier with good accuracy of prediction. It is 

also targeted for usage of machine learning methods  which we are experimenting now. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

In general the paper is good in grammar  in  presenting the idea. 

 

 

NA 

Optional/Generalcomments  

Nothing 

 

NA 

 

PART  2: 

 

 

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) 

NO 

NA 

 

 


