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1. The revised manuscript has acceptable contents but is not well developed. For
instance, some contents in the Results section should belong to the Methodology;
Sections 5 through 7 can be combined to form a single Discussions section. Also, the
authors please pay attention to the quality of the text.

2. The proposed methodology has not been tested using a large amount of
mammographic images. Thus the sensitivity and specificity cannot be evaluated. The
authors please note that the positive findings in mammography are events of low
probability. Comparison between the proposed approach and existing method [ref. 9] in
Section 4 (Evaluation) might not be appropriate. Section 4 can be dismissed and this
issue be left open. However, the validation of this methodology should be addressed in

the Discussions.

3. Some details need improvement. A few examples: Eq. (4) is not consistent with the
text, please check the symbols. Please specify the sigma value in Table 3 (possibly I
missed its meaning). If discrepancies are observed in only two images, Table 6 might

not be necessary.

4. As a conclusion, I believe that revisions are mandatory before the manuscript can be

accepted for publication.
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