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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 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 

 

- The paper is poorly written.  

 

- The Methodology section was not clearly written 

and some important information was missing. Some 

examples are listed below: 

a) Which EEG system was used to acquire the EEG 

signals in this study? 

b) Why did the authors choose 10 seconds as the 

length for each trial? Why not 3 or 5 seconds? 

c) What was the data sample size used to compute 

the power spectral density? 

d) How many electrodes were used in the 

analysis/classification? 

e) How did the authors select the classification 

thresholds? 

f) The authors did not discuss how the data were split 

into training, cross-validation, and testing sets. Were 

the classification thresholds derived from the 

training sets and the classification accuracy obtained 

from the testing sets? 

g) Why a simple thresholding method was used to 

classify the EEG signals? Why other classification 

methods such as linear discriminant analysis and 

support vector machines were not considered? 

h) The authors claimed that the preprocessing step 

employed in the study remove physiological and non-

physiological artifacts. However, the use of a low-

pass filter 0-40 Hz would not be able to remove 

physiological artifacts such as ocular and muscle 
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artifacts.  

 

The authors presented the results without any 

discussion. 

 

- The authors should discuss the limitations of their 

study. 

 

- The claim that EEG signals could be used to identify 

the face images of people is too strong. This study 

only looks into the classification of only two different 

face images. What are the advantages that the 

proposed system have over a BMI that uses P300 to 

recognize multiple face images? 

 

- The authors should give more details about how 

one can use the proposed BMI to dial a phone 

number. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Ethical issues-: 

The authors have not discussed whether the study was 

approved by any ethics committee and informed 

consents were provided by the participants. 
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