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PART 1: Review Comments

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 Nothing Thank you
Minor REVISION comments (1) The last equation on page 2. Your comments are well taken care off. Manuscript modified.

xy=1(1 —pz)“znéj + pu g

is strange. | do not think that this equation generates correlated data.

(2) On page 3. " and X" are not defined. 1s (FH1 & &y correct?
(3) On page 6, "Fstatistic" should be "F-statistic".v

(4) The equation on page 9.

"AlCc" should be "AIC=".

Optional/General comments

The methods for choosing the regulation parameters in these simulations are not
described clearly. For example, | am wondering which of Cz and GCV you used for

optimizing the value of & for ridge regression. | also do not understand how you chose the
value of "t" for LASSO. Addition of such explanation would make this paper more

convincing.
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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