

Response to Reviewer 1 Comments
We are very grateful for your valuable comments and suggestions. We carefully revised the manuscript according to your comments and suggestions.

Point 1: As the paper presents important process, it is required that the discussion section should be presented in a clear and separate section to convince readers that the proposed method is more effective than existing studies.

Response 1: We are very grateful for your valuable comments and suggestions. We carefully revised the manuscript according to your comments and suggestions. We have newly added the Discussion and moved it to Chapter 4. This fourth chapter mainly discusses four points. The first point is to optimally embed three kinds of inception modules into the network, which improves the performance of the model the most. This second point is how many layers of residual structure we use to make the model optimal. This third point is how to choose the most appropriate attention mechanism to improve the model’s attention to diseases. Lastly, we discuss the performance and limitations of the proposed model.

We once again thank you for your attention and help on our manuscript and hope that our revision can meet your expectations. We look forward to your further evaluation and feedback on our revised manuscript.
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