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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

1. The aim of this investigation, i.e. comparison of
SOFM and counter propagation CPN techniques in
face recognition has not been established properly in
the manuscript.

In the conclusion part it is partly detailed using 2 to 3
lines.

2. The objective of this investigation is not clearly
presented. Why such type of investigation is required
must be presented.

3. Although there are many illumination
normalization techniques. Authors have only
considered histogram equalized method. Justification
must be given.

And authors must present the illumination variant
images that have been accomplished during this
research.

4. Author(s) must correct the information in line
number 212. Colour image is not a 3D image. 3D form
of data can only be obtained from three coordinates
and it is preserved in 3D image not in colour image.

5. What is the method that extracts Rol in figure 2(b)
from figure 2(a). It must be detailed. If it is a manual
process, it must be stated.

6. Training time or recognition time are particularly
dependent on machine. Standalone system may took
much time where as mainframe may took less time.
Parallel computing may also be useful. Author(s)
must also present their system detail.

7. Author(s) has performed their experiment on
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frontal face images. The database description must
be well established. It is suggested to consider
popular face databases for such experiments.
Database detail is also missing. Other than
recognition rate, different face recognition
challenges must also be considered for this
comparison.

8. Why number of testing image is less than training
image. The reverse must also be examined and
reported.

9. English language and Grammar must also be
improved accordingly.

Plagiarism Issue-

Not Same but similar type of work has been done in
the paper entitled as ‘Illumination Invariant Face
Recognition using Supervised and Unsupervised
Learning Algorithms.’

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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