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As an example, only this: For the AD 1400 network the NH verification RE is reported

a) by MBH98 as 0.51 and b) by Rutherford et al., 2005 using RegEM as 0.40 (0.46 for
the hybrid).

So as b < a, RegEM is worse than MBH98, no? The same inequality holds for the AD
1500 network.

All this is not very important. What is important is the following: Reviewer, why did you
compare the AD 1500 network of MBH98 with the AD 1400 network of RegEM? (You
cannot seriously pick minimum RE values from the tables and compare them across
centuries.)

If you would kindly answer this single question?
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