It looks authors have responded to my comments but could not highlight the changes. I need highlighted version.
Response：We are sorry for that not all changes are highlighted. We worried that too much highlights will affect the reading effect before. Highlights have been added as suggested in this revised version. 
Table 1 should be in section 2 (Related works). 
Response：We have reorganized the manuscript and put Table 1 in Section 2 (Related works), which is highlighted in yellow after Line 153. 
Moreover, Section 2 related work should be fully revised and proper contents should be put. Discuss the past research on this topic. What results did the researchers get? What was the targetted problem??
Response: Section 3 Methodology (corresponding to the Section 2 Related works in the previous manuscript) has discussed the past research on this topic, i.e., PCA, 2DPCA, A2DPCA and PCA. The target problem of PCA is to find a projection matrix by maximizing the total scatter of the projected image samples, i.e., the optimization problem in Equation (1). The target problems of 2DPCA and A2DPCA are similar, and their optimization problems are shown in Equation (6) and Equation (10) respectively. The target problem of PCA is to fuse the bilateral information extracted by 2DPCA and A2DPCA. 
In Zhang and Zhou [21], experimental results demonstrated that compared to the two unilateral 2D algorithms, PCA achieves the same classification accuracy on the Olivetti Research Laboratory (ORL) face database and achieves higher classification accuracy on a partial Face Recognition Technology (FERET) database. We have added this statement in Lines 181-185, highlighted in green. However, since they used different databases and have different experimental settings, their results cannot be directly compared with the experimental results in this study. 
Comment number 7 should be checked again. I asked for equations.
Response: We have replaced formulas and optimization problems with Equations as suggested, see Table 2 and Lines 167 (and five rows above), 203-211, 229, 279-284. 
Comment 9 is not highlighted.
Response: The Results section is highlighted in green in Lines 350-536. 
Comment 10 is also not highlighted.
Response: The tables corresponding to the Figures 4, 5, 7, and 9 in the original manuscript, i.e., Tables 6, 7, 8 and 9 are highlighted in orange. 
Comment 11: comparison needs a table with references to whom you are comparing with.
Response: We have added Table 10 in Page 23, highlighted in orange.  
Comment 12 is also not highlighted.
Response: The Conclusion Section is highlighted in green. 
[bookmark: _Hlk121760557]Highlight the newly cited references. 
Response: The newly cited references are highlighted in blue. 
