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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Despite being a novel piece of work, it presents certain challenges that may hinder the

reader's ability to fully understand its main point. These challenges stem from both

technical jargon and limitations in the English language. Below are some examples of

these obstacles: My Comments and Suggestions to Authors: 1- In my view, the abstract is

overly cumbersome and difficult to extract the main point. It would be helpful to include

more detailed keywords to enhance clarity. 2- The contributions made in this manuscript

may not be adequate for publication in this journal. Therefore, I strongly recommend

that the authors clearly define and elaborate on their contributions. 3- The proposed

method and experiments are not clearly illustrated. 4- The Results and Discussion

section of the paper appears inadequate and requires more attention, with a need for

better explanation and elaboration. 5- The paper needs to be carefully looked upon for

grammatical mistakes. 6- Some sentences seem to be incomplete and less meaningful.

Authors are suggested to carefully check for such sentences. Additional References: The

following articles could be useful: • From Pixels to Diagnoses: Deep Learning's Impact

on Medical Image Processing-A Survey. https://doi.org/10.31185/wjcms.178 • Deep
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Convolutional Neural Network Architecture to Detect COVID-19 from Chest X-Ray

Images. https://doi.org/10.24996/ijs.2023.64.5.38
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like to recommend this manuscript publish as is.
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