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 Reviewer’s comment  Author’s comment  (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1) Introduction needs to elaborate . 
2) As per author fig 3 and fig 12 are same(line 

347).  But as per manuscript it is not. Fig 12 
needs to be corrected. 

 

1) Revised as in the manuscript with 
additional references. 

2)  
The extracted contours of Fig. 3 and Fig. 12 
constitute both a bipartite graph and a region 
adjacency graph. So the two yellow graphs of 
Fig. 3 and Fig.12 are the same. But it may be 
confusing. So the caption of Fig. 12 and 
subsection 4.1 are changed as in the revised 
manuscript 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
1) Grammatical mistakes in paper, unnecessary 

usage  of semi colons(;). 
 
         Example :  line 657  

I removed as many unnecessary semi colons 
(;) as possible. 
I tried to follow a writing style of an English 
writer. Probably, it was not a good emulation, if 
it looked bad. 

Optional /General  comments 
 

 
 
                                           --- 
 

Changed to -- 
 
Paper style has been much improved, I think. 
Thank you very much. 

 


