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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 manuscript needs further proof-read.  Some sentences are not complete. 
 
There is ILDA on line 66.   The authors should justify why ILDA is not included in the 
evaluation. 
 
Lines 338 and 403.  There are 340 images, but from how many persons? 
 
 
 
 

 
The manuscript was proof-read and some of the sentences were corrected. 
 
ILDA was not used because it is not popular; it is rarely used in image 
processing. It will be considered in future work. 
 
340 images from 85 individuals  
Four (4) facial expression images (i.e. surprise, anger, sadness, fear) each 
from eighty-five (85) individuals 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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