










of stylistic shortcomings in the language as well as editorial errors, some of them are listed 

below: 

1. p. 17 there is "each of its each serving", but should be each serving;

2. p. 18 there is a reference to equ. 2.4.1 but should be 2.12;

3. p. 19-20 there is "have been become" but should be have been or have become;

4. p. 64 and p. 65 there are references to Table 4.2 but should be Table 5.1;

5. p. 86 there is "which we can be observecf' but should be which can be observed.

5. Finał conclusion

The reviewed doctora! dissertation by Mr M.F. Ansari, MSc, constitutes a complete solution 
of scientific problem and, in my opinion, contains the author's original contribution within the 
discipline of inforrnation and telecommunication technology. The doctora! candidate has 
demonstrated a good level of knowledge in the areas covered by the dissertation, namely 

machine learning and image processing. The critical remarks forrnulated in this review do not 

change my overall positive opinion of the dissertation. 

In the light of the Act Law of higher education and science of July 20, 2018 I hereby state that 
the doctora! dissertation of Mr M.F. Ansari, MSc, has satisfied the requirements, therefore, I 
recommend to submit the dissertation for public discussion and defence. 
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