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December 21, 2018 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Editorial Department of Applied Medical Informatics
Shenyang Pharmaceutical University
No.103, Wenhua Road, Shengyang 110016, China    

Dear Editor of AJPS,
I am submitting a manuscript for consideration of publication in Applied Medical Informatics. The manuscript is entitled “A Comprehensive Intelligent Compression Method on DICOM Images”.
  It has not been published elsewhere and that it has not been submitted simultaneously for publication elsewhere.
The goal of the research is to use the new intelligent systems as recurrent neural networks in compressing medical image based on multi-layers (one input layer, two hidden layer, one output layer) to get better results 
Thank you very much for your consideration.
Yours Sincerely,
DR. Hany Hamdy Hussien
	 Higher Institute of Management Science and Advanced Computing, El-Beheira, Egypt. 


 E-mail: hany_lotus2003@hotmail.com


1. In abstract 1st line such situation - means what?
many fields or areas 
2. After pull stop see to that the first letter starts with capital. Check
the full manuscript.
Done for all manuscript

3. Abstract 8th line author has given several medical test images. But it
has been observed that only two images has been taken into account for the
whole work.
the two image are standard medical image test are used to figure out the result of the model  and they used also in all papers in this research field 
4. Abstract 9th line - experimental results will not holds good for
implementation of soft computing algorithms - change it in other way.
done
5. Abstract 8th line the quality metrics taken are MSE, PSNR and CR. But in
the experimental results paragraph an addition of compression time has also
been taken into account which was not shown in abstract.
changed and be added in abstract 
6. In introduction 4th para 3rd line stored data refers no meaning, I hope
it will be storage space.
yes it’s storage space 
7. In introduction 4th para 6th line And with the opposite the lossy
compression will be better.
done 
8. In introduction last para follow common format for section. some where it
Section and some where it is section (S- either capital or small letter).
I will fix it 
9. In the related work para.2 2nd line [256 240 256] refers what?
where 256 corresponds to the number of nodes in the input, 240 corresponds to number of nodes in the hidden layer (which is found to be optimum for compression in this scenario,
10. In the related work para.4, 4th line give space between debasing the 

11. In the related work para.5, don't use the word proposed instead you can
write it as in [20] an adopted back-propgation model for medical image
compression was implemented.  Rewrite the sentence of the paragraph
fully. 
done 
12. In Recurrent Neura Network heading last para, RNN may have better
learning and performance in a shorter time than feedforward netwroks whihc
seesm to be reverse as per your results shown in Table.1 and also In related
work para.1 states that feed foward NN gives lesser time [16]. Kindly
clarify and write it properly.
While the time needed to compress the image was better in Feed Forward neural network than in the recurrent neural network, because the feedback connection step which increased the compression time.


13. In the proposed algorithm heading, the notation used was not commonly
taken (Eg. weigh matrix wn was written in para.1 and in paa.2 it was denoted
as Wn and Wh) Kindly correct it whereever it is required.
done

14. In all the steps you have to write it as present tense or present
perfect and not in past as if in step.7 (Performed). Also in step.8 (Pass
the value to the hidden layer means what? and in step.10. Collect the
outputs refer what? and in step.11 Train the network unitil the goal
achieved and remain the weights - Meaning could not be understood by the
readers so kinldy write it with clarity.
done
15. In experimental results (Heading can be changed as Algorithm
Implementation) in para starting with the comparison between...... that we
used in our work (Here there is only one author and writing we and our can
be rewrite as has been done in this work).
done 
16. In Block diagram there is no eedback loop shown as if in step.9 step 6 &
7 are repeated again.
feedback arrow between X, H1, H2, and Y represent the steps 
17. The proposed work original image and the decompressed image has been
shown in Fig.2. However the image name (Eg. Brain MRI or Head MRI) has not
been highlighted. Moreover the author can show both the images (Bran-MRI and
HEad-MRI) for the readers for more visibility and quality. 
done 
18. The inference of the output results can be written some what with
clarity and also justification has to be given for the increase in
computational time compared to FFNN. 
done
19. In conclusion 2nd line, the medical image has large data has no meaning
instead it could be rewritten as medical image has more valuable
information.
done 
20. The RNN with Trainscg activation function alone has been taken for your
work and also the datasets taken also very minimum. Therefore with this we
can't say the RNN with Transcg fucntion is proviing better results. So it
will be better to write it as common and claiming the algorithm gives better
results seems to be not good. If you claim then you have to work for more
number of datasets and have to compare and produce the results.
Trainscg activation function already produce better results than other functions and the dataset (two medical image) is enough to test the model (compression not need much dataset) I take small image (head-mri 82kb) and bigger image (brain mri 461 kb)
And almost research done in this field has this dataset 

21. In general, the proposed work was not clearly highlighted in
abstract/introduction/related work. 
will be better 
Hope the author will take this comments positively and wil take the
corrective measures at the earliest possible.

22. The abbrevations for eg. MSE, PSNR, CR, DEP, has to be included
separately.
done 
23. In experimental results heading, the compression ration was typed
instead of compression ratio. Correct it.
Done 


