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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

In the abstract “The average 
training and recognition time obtained from the experiment 
on locally acquired face data were 
0.547secs and 0.244secs respectively while an average 
training and recognition time obtained 
on AT&T database were 0.340secs and 0.180secs 
respectively. The average recognition 
results obtained on both the locally acquired face 
database and American telephone and 
telegraph face database was 98.08% and 95.00% 
respectively for all the resolutions tested. 
These indicate an efficient performance of the potential 
combination of both methods in a twolevel-----These all 
should be in the introduction part of in the main part 
of the research paper. So abstract must be revised. 
 

(2) Figure 1 must be in large. It is not clear. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

(1) Line 213 should be replaced with new one. 

(2) What is the relevance of reference 31? 
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