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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

| Have totally reviwed and | have gotten that some motivation have been elaborated
At other end paper quality is good it should be go further from my side.

Compulsory comment 1:

| Have totally reviewed and | have gotten that some motivation have
been elaborated. At other end paper quality is good it should be go further
from my side

Response:
Many thanks for your positive affirmation to our paper.

Minor comment 1:
Here taking some value in percentage but did not specify from where they got
this figure actually.
Response:

According to your suggestion, as described in the end of Subsection
5.2.2, one additional statement has been added to illustrate that when setting
the bpp values to 0.1, 0.1, 0.5, and 0.7, the PSNR improvement ratios of our
JUR method are at least 11.6%, 12%, 11.4%, and 9.5%, respectively, relative
to the nine comparative combinations.

Minor REVISION comments

Here taking some value in percentage but did not specify from where they got this figure
actually.
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