27th November 2025
Dear Editor,
Thank you for the opportunity to submit an updated version of my paper “A comprehensive review of classifier probability calibration metrics” (tracking number #923-1903) to the Data Science journal.
I was glad to read the reviewers’ positive comments in their summaries of the paper and reasons to accept it. The reviewers also gave some excellent feedback on how the paper could be improved. In the attached response to reviewers, I have given a line-by-line reply to each comment and how it has been addressed in an updated version of the paper. The result is a much higher quality paper.
You also provided a meta review of the paper. A response to this is included at the end of the “response to reviewers” document. The following is a high-level summary of changes to the paper:
1. The introduction now clarifies in detail the new contributions of the paper.
2. The focus of the paper has been made more specific, and several sections and subsections have been removed or moved to appendices.
3. Some recent metrics have been added.
4. Additional insights have been added throughout the paper to highlight metric properties and the connections between them.
5. The conclusions section has substantially been expanded as requested, with new subsections on “analysis and recommendations” and “further work”. 
Permission from Tobias Kuhn (joint Editor-in-Chief) was kindly given by email on 10th July 2025 for the normal word limit for a survey paper to be exceeded for this paper.
In line with the Sage Preprint Sharing policy, I would like to remind you that I previously submitted the paper to the arXiv preprint service under the standard arXiv non-exclusive license to distribute, at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2504.18278. 
I believe this paper would be a good addition to the journal and I look forward to hearing your decision.
Yours sincerely,
Dr Richard Lane CEng MIET FIMA
Principal Data Scientist, QinetiQ

