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imagings. This technique was superior and might be useful. The results by CNN 

technique was well corelated with those with expert radiologists. However the 

association with pathology was unclear from the data shown in this manuscript. In Fig.2 

and 3, the difference between CNN and wall area was found than others. Authors 

should explain or discuss it. Clinical significance shoulld be discussed more detail (e.g. 

cost, time, difference with other modalities such as US or CT)   
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this journal. However, this paper is too specialized. I have to acknowledge that I am not 

skilled at computer science nor familiar with imaging diagnosis of carotid diseases and 

CNN techniques. More skilled experts should be necessary to evaluate its scientific value. 

From general comments, the golden diagnostic criteria should be clearly proposed. As 

for an expert readers, is there any possiblity of missing or wrong diagnosis? 

Additionally, the patients' characteristics should be briefly intorduced. 
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