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Dear referee, we are finalizing the answers to your peer review and we would like to
submit you a question about one of your request, you can find it in the attached file.
best regards Giacomo Gerosa and co-authors
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Dear referees, 

we are finalizing the answers to your peer review and we would like to submit you a question about one of your 

request. 

We  understand the importance of the confidence intervals/error bars but we think that the readers might be 

confused because of too overlapping lines of the error bars and might not appreciate well the course of the plotted 

parameters. For this reason we have presented the graphs without error bars but if the referees persist we could add 

them in a following step, for instance in the next days when we will submit the final reviewed paper.  

This is an example of the same figure with and without error bars and, in our humble opinion, we think the clearer 

figure is the one without error bars. 

 

 

 

Another possibility we would like to propose to reviewers is it to add in the caption an indication of the range of the 

error bars, so that the reader can have an idea about them. 

What do you prefer? 

Best regards 

Giacomo Gerosa and the co-authors 

Fig. 1.
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