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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
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9.

On what basis you are partitioning the pixels into 3 categories?
0.052,0.069,0.074 Justify these values.

Why you are using ballons video sequence?

Are you creating any database in c++ for storing depth copying values?
Fig 2: source frame sie is too small than comparison frames; resolution of
figure (e) seems non-coinciding with Fig [ b,c,d]

How 1.634 is possible with JUR as BC+MV+BlI itself is giving 0.88; justify
The usage of histogram shifting deviates the concept form your work
proposal. In the initial level itself, usage of histogram shifting will override
depth copying pixel then, what is the need of the first proposal?

Only JUR will not give E - capacity as 55.60 50.77 48.56 47.04 JUR +
Histogram shifting is required: Justification required

How you are telling that your work is fast and efficient: showcase with
evidence

10. Fig 4 data missing [ E-capacity vs PSNR ]

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

If the work has evidence and proper support data then it seems awesome
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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