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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Although the paper seems to talk about some 

interesting idea but the paper suffers from lack of 

novelty in general. There is not enough literature 

review and also the experimental results are very 

narrow and small. Much more comparison needs to 

be done. The  authors should compare their method 

with the following reference: 
Anbarjafari, Gholamreza. "Face recognition using color 
local binary pattern from mutually independent color 
channels." EURASIP Journal on Image and Video 
Processing 2013, no. 1 (2013): 1-11. 

Have added more literature review and related 

work. Also, more comparison was done based on 

the SENSITIVITY of the two algorithms. I 

employed method  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The abstract need to be re-written and also in general the 

structure of the paper need to be revised. 

The abstract has been re-written and the 

structure of the paper has been revised 
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