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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

In my opinion, the main limitation of the proposed
approach is given by the manual selection of the visual
features of the objects. In fact, I think simulating real
feature extraction by adding noise is not sufficient.

I suggest the authors to introduce in their work a
baseline analysis using automatically extracted features.

Minor REVISION comments

There is not any comparative evaluation of the proposed
approach with respect to state of the art solutions.

In the abstract (aim of the research) it is reported the
objective is an automatic bleeding detection. Since
features are selected manually this should be changed.

Optional /General comments

This works aims to define a set of high-level visual
features of endoscopic bleeding and evaluate their
capabilities for automatic bleeding detection.

The paper addresses an interesting problem worth of
investigation. The paper is well written and organized
and the results well support the proposed approach.
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