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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This chapter discusses an important problem in biometric security: the presenceof makeup and its impact on face recognition systems, with the proposal of anovel approach of texture analysis with CNN/GAN makeup detection andremoval algorithm. Addressing this aspect contributes highly toward makingbiometric systems more robust and fair to diversity in real-life situations aprofound consequence on the scientific community, particularly in computervision and security. The application of foremost machine learning methods forimposture-mitigation purposes paves an avenue toward a secure and reliableface recognition technology. It could greatly improve biometric authenticationmethods, fostering the development of more inclusive and resilient security systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	In a way, the article graced by the suitable title does indeed suggest that texture analysis is makeup-free biometrics as an imposture remedy. It deserves to inform and attract readers interested in biometric security and image analysis by elucidating all technicalities and applications arising from it. In a way, the article graced by the suitable title does indeed suggest that texture analysis is makeup-free biometrics as an imposture remedy. It deserves to inform and attract readers interested in biometric security and image analysis by elucidating all technicalities and applications arising from it.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	This abstract can be called comprehensive because it outlines the method of solving the problem and briefly introduces the CNN-based approach for makeup detection in biometric systems. For additional clarity, one might have highlighted the novelty of the approach and presented key performance results so that the reader would be convinced of its effectiveness. In addition, citing some real-world scenarios would give the abstract more relevance and weight. Overall, these slight contributions would make for a more interesting and informative abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript, based on the provided pages, appears to be scientifically sound, references the relevant current research, and uses appropriate methodology for makeup detection and anti-spoofing. The evaluation metrics, error analysis, and comparison of different models all point towards a very thorough and systematic approach. However, the full assessment would need to see how the experimental procedures were made, what the results were, and how they were interpreted. Overall, the manuscript appears well grounded scientifically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The provided references are adequate and include recent studies up to 2022, proving thus the manuscript is relevant and has incorporated current research. The literature review could be further enriched by including some recent developments in advanced deep learning techniques for face anti-spoofing and makeup detection, which will also help in situating the current study in these recent developments.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	The language and English of the article are generally proper for scholarly communication, with clear and precise technical descriptions. Nevertheless, there are several minor stylistic issues, grammar apart, that would benefit from careful proofreading to ensure readability and professionalism. Overall, the research contents are being satisfactorily conveyed by the manuscript; there is, however, room to improve the language for improving the academic qualities further.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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