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 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 

 

 

1. A comparison of  alternative Pearson R 

evaluation should be done with statistical 
data gathered  in real world contexts 

 

2. The author should also indicate (using the 

field data as above) in probabilistic norms, 
how closely or otherwise these three 

evaluations depict the correlation between 

two populations vis-à-vis  statistical 
divergence value such as Kullback_Leibler 

measure 

 
 

 

A new section describing a real-life 
comparison has been added.  
 
 
The paper is not about probability. In fact, 
it deliberately avoids it. It is about effect 
sizes. Clarified and references added.  
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