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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

This is an interesting work that shows a great effort
of the authors to address the problem of face
recognition in practice. However, there are several
points not clear in the paper that would need a major
revision by the authors, as follows:

- The authors argue in the abstract that several
techniques by others are based on frontal face views.
However, the current paper is based on frontal
samples as well according to the databases used;

- What does ‘lack of directionality’ of the DWT mean?
- In the introduction, the authors mention a
limitation of PCA that is well-known, but there are
other recent approaches to PCA that overcome such
restriction related to non-optimal features for
classification, such as the paper from Thomaz and
Giraldi ona new ranking method for PCA, in Image
and Vision Computing journal (2010);

- Sections 2.1 and 2.2 are long and, in my opinion, not
necessary because describe well-known and common
knowledge. In contrast, there is no detail about the
application of ACO after LBP. Why such use is
relevant? That is, the authors should explain the
importance of combining both techniques in the
context of face recognition and how the optimised
feature subset of ACO has been calculated. Otherwise,
others cannot replicate the experimental results
carried out;

- How the sampling for classification has been done?
The procedure adopted seems biased and sensitive

The populated face database vary from AT&T
because it varies the illumination of subjectstea
tilting and facial expression is well pronounced a
seen in the sample.
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When tilting of subject’'s head and expression
changes, this result in signal shift, making the
wavelet generated by DWT large, and difficult to
interpret.

All other comments have been taken care of in the
manuscript
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to the choice of training samples. The authors should
adopt a cross-validation procedure to better evaluate
the approach and compare such results with state-of-
the-art techniques. Otherwise, it is very difficult to
the reader to assess the effectiveness of the approach

proposed.
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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