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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 
 

Page 3, all equations need to be numbered.  Every symbol used in equation needs to be 
defined. 
 
Figure 6.  “Method in [13]” should be “Method in [14]”. 
 
 

Done 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Page 1, Section 1, paragraph 2, 1
st
 sentence.  “The basic Steganography system …” 

should be “The basic steganography system …”. 
 
 

Done 

Optional/General comments 
 

Need to update the references as most if them are relatively old references. 
 
Better to compare the performance of the proposed method with reference [9]. 
 
 
 

There is no need to compare the performance of the proposed method with 
reference [9], because the proposed method enhance the security and the 
PSNR measure the similarity between the stego-image and the cover image. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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