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1. This paper presents a new multibiometric fusion method for the identification of persons using two modalities, the iris and the fingerprint.
2. The fusion is applied at the score level, with a preliminary study based on k-means clustering to split the score range into three zones of interest relevant to the proposed identification method.
3. Two approaches are used for fusion: one based on decision tree combined with weighted sum (BCC) and another based on fuzzy logic (BFL).
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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This article provides an overview of a new multibiometric fusion method for person identification using two modalities, namely iris and fingerprint. The authors present two approaches for score level fusion, namely BCC and BFL, which are evaluated on standard biometric databases using four metrics. The results obtained from these tests show that the proposed methods outperform those based on single modality and that BCC achieves slightly better performance than BFL. 
The article is generally well written and provides sufficient detail about the proposed methods as well as their evaluation results. However, there are some points that could be improved upon in terms of trustworthiness and reliability. For example, while the authors provide details about their evaluation metrics, they do not provide any information about how these metrics were chosen or why they were considered appropriate for this particular application. Additionally, while the authors mention possible risks associated with their approach, they do not provide any details about how these risks can be mitigated or avoided. Furthermore, while the authors discuss potential applications of their approach in other domains such as image processing, they do not provide any evidence to support this claim or explore any counterarguments that may exist against it. Finally, while the authors discuss potential improvements to their approach in future work, they do not provide any concrete suggestions or ideas on how this could be achieved. 
In conclusion, while this article provides an interesting overview of a new multibiometric fusion method for person identification using two modalities, there are some areas where its trustworthiness and reliability could be improved upon by providing more detailed information about certain aspects such as evaluation metrics and potential risks associated with its use as well as exploring counterarguments against potential applications in other domains.
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· Evaluation metrics for biometric fusion
· Risk mitigation strategies for biometric fusion
· Counterarguments against biometric fusion applications
· Image processing applications of biometric fusion
· Improvements to biometric fusion methods
· Multibiometric fusion methods for person identification
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