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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 
 

This paper entitled ‘Performance Assessment of Principal Component Analysis and Kernel 
Principal Component Analysis using TOAM Database’ is mainly based on face recognition 
analysis and algorithms. The abstract clearly specifies the aim of the authors, what has 
been done and what they propose. The database considered is adequate for the current 
purpose and so is the methodology. The results are presented in a nice manner and the 
discussion on the results is good to make a reader understand what has been done 
through this paper and how it is useful to the society. The conclusion could have been a bit 
more elaborated but certainly is not a drawback. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The abstract would look more satisfactory if it is reduced by 2 or 3 lines. 
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