
Point-by-point response to the reviews’ comments on

“Supervised Learning and Model Analysis with Compositional Data”

We thank the reviewers and the members of the editorial board for their feedback. We have
addressed the remaining comment and added p-values to Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. The changes
are tracked in the manuscript.

Response to members of the editorial board

All scientific questions have been address. We agree with reviewer #2 that
adding the p-value to the figures is best practices.

Response: Thank you for handling our manuscript. As mentioned in the summary, we
have added p-values to two figures where different methods are compared.

Response to Reviewer #1

Comment 1:

I feel the authors have answered positively to my previous comments and mod-
ified the manuscript according to them.

Response: Thank you again for reviewing our manuscript and the helpful feedback.

Response to Reviewer #2

Comment 1:

All my comments have been adequately addressed. On another note, the statisti-
cal P value should present with all the figures when comparing different methods.
By including P-values, readers can better assess the significance of the findings
and make informed interpretations.

Response: Thank you again for the helpful feedback. We have now added p-values to all
figures comparing multiple methods.
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