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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This paper was well written and nicely summarized the latest findings about application

of artificial intelligence in coronary computed tomography angiography images. Several

minor points need to be addressed. Minor points #1. Page 2, line 1. CAC → coronary

artery calcium (CAC) Page 3, line 28. Coronary artery calcium (CAC) → CAC #2.

Page 8, figure legends for Figure 3. Figure 2-1 → Figure 3-1. Figure 2-3 → Figure 3-2.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Figure 3 may be revised to indicate the meaning of information gain and the differences

between ML-combined and stenosis more in detail.
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