
Comments for transmission to the author(s):: 
         The authors proposed an image forgery detection method to detect blurred  copy-move forgery by using ANMS and phase quantization. I have the following concerns:
1- In Table 1, both TP, FP should be measured in percentage for all images

In Table 1, both TP, FP are measured in percentage for all images, as True positive rate (TPR) and false positive rate (FPR) as shown in Page 7 table 1. (Table 1: Threshold estimation for images in MICC-F220 under scale attack with scaling Factors (SF=0.5, 0.7, 1, 1.5).)  

In Table 3, add year with the references:
[bookmark: table3]I have updated the table by adding reference with year for the state of the art methods compared with the proposed method and I add some important parameter to compare like: TPR, FPR, Features used, Block size and time. Table 3:  The overall performance of the proposed compared with the state of the art methods on MICC-F220. See page 8 table 3.
2- The copy-move forgery is only tested with blurred and scaled condition.
Section 4.4 JPEG compression and section 4.5 different block size of copied region with additive noise  are added in the experimental results.
 The authors should test images under rotation, and JPEG compression.
I have regarded the blur scale, JPEG compression and additive noise.
I am sorry the rotation is not involved due to these features need to be aligned with chain code or other techniques like sift to solve this problem which is not the main issue in this paper. I can make some experimental results, by add a section of rotation to do 2 or 3 experiments if you like.
-Figure 5 is added for more explanation to detect regions in the image: Keypoints detected from Forged images in column (A) by B) ANMS method and C) SIFT method.
- all TPR and FPR in table are measured in Percentage. 
 4- English needs revision.
The paper is revised as we can using grammarly check tools with proofreading services.
We have used the Informatica template word from the author guidelines on the Web.
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------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Dear Diaa Uliyan,
 We have reached a decision regarding your submission to Informatica, "Blur
 Invariant Features For Exposing Region Duplication Forgery Using ANMS And
 Local Phase Quantization".
 Our decision is to: Publish the paper with minor changes.
 Please correct the paper as indicated by the reviewer(s), prepare the
 camera-ready version following the author's guidelines at:
http://www.informatica.si/index.php/informatica/about/submissions#authorGuidelines,
 and resubmit the paper in a source format (Word doc or LaTeX) within one
 month.

 Best regards,

 Drago Torkar
 Jozef Stefan Institute
 Phone +386 1 477 3764
 Fax +386 1 477 3882
 drago.torkar@ijs.si
 ------------------------------------------------------
 Reviewer B:

 Does the paper contain new and relevant scientific information? : 
         Yes

 How do you rate the scientific content of the paper? : 
         Average

 Does the paper contain previously unpublished material?: 
         No

 Is the paper properly focused?: 
         Appropriate

 Is the paper of appropriate length?: 
         Appropriate

 Does the Title give a clear and adequate indication of the content? : 
         Yes

 Does the introduction give a clear indication to a non-specialist of the
 relevance of the paper? : 
         Yes

 Does the paper contain an appropriate "state-of-the-art" section?: 
         Yes

 Is the relevant literature fairly and adequately cited? : 
         Yes

 Are all the figures, tables and references referred to in the text?: 
         Yes

 What is the overall presentation of the topic? : 
         Average

 Comments for transmission to the author(s):: 
         The authors proposed an image forgery dection method to detect blurred
 copy-move forgery by using ANMS and phase quantization. I have the following
 concerns:
 1- In Table 1, both TP, FP should be measured in percentage for all images as True positive rate (TPR) and false positive rate (FPR). 
 2- In Table 1, add year with the references
 3- The copy-move forgery is only tested with blurred and scaled condition.
 The authors should test images under rotation, and JPEG compression.
 4- English needs revision.

 Recommendation:: 
         Publish with minor corrections or additions as noted

 ------------------------------------------------------
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