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Notes of Format

Dear all,

We sincerely thank you once again for reviewing and processing our manuscript, and we greatly

appreciate the constructive comments and valuable suggestions provided. Following these insight-

ful remarks, we have thoroughly revised the manuscript.

Below is our point-by-point response to the editors and reviewers. For clarity, we first repro-

duce each comment and then provide our corresponding response and the revisions made. Re-

viewer and editor comments are shown in blue, while our responses appear in black. All modifica-

tions in the revised manuscript are highlighted in red to facilitate cross-referencing.

For convenience, the formatting conventions used throughout this response are summarized:

Style / Color Meaning

Blue text Reviewer or editor comments
Black text Authors’ responses
Red text in manuscript Revisions in the revised manuscript

Italic text Quoted expressions when appropriate
Bold text Emphasis on key clarifications

Best regards,

The Authors

December 1, 2025
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To Editor-in-Chief

Summary: The manuscript requires substantial revisions based on reviewer comments. Please

address methodological clarity, dataset issues, and experimental justification.

Reply: We sincerely thank the Editor-in-Chief for handling our manuscript. We have carefully

addressed all comments and substantially improved the paper.

A summary of major revisions:

• Clearer methodological explanation,

• Additional experiments and baselines,

• Expanded dataset analysis (imbalance, distributions),

• Improved figures and captions.
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To Associate Editor

Summary: Both reviewers raised important concerns about the methodology and evaluation.

Please provide clearer explanations and more comprehensive experiments.

Reply: We thank the Associate Editor for the helpful summary. All concerns raised by reviewers

have been addressed, and detailed revisions are shown in each corresponding item below.
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To Reviewer 1

Summary: The method is interesting but key components need to be clarified further.

Reviewer Comment C1.1 — The two-stage alignment procedure is not sufficiently justified.

Reply: Thank you for the comment. We rewrote the methodology section to clarify why vi-

sual–visual alignment precedes visual–text alignment. The updated text:

Revision C1.1a: Two-stage alignment clarification

This is a placeholder for the imbalance analysis section.

We introduce a diversity index α to quantify imbalance across actions. We also include a

plot (omitted here) showing the relationship between diversity level and model performance.

This placeholder simulates the full text inserted in the revised manuscript.

Reviewer Comment C1.2 — The paper should discuss limitations and potential failure cases.

Reply: We agree. We added a new paragraph summarizing limitations. Updated content:

Revision C1.2a: Limitations and failure modes

Method SRCC RMSE Acc.

Baseline A 0.72 4.3 74.1

Baseline B 0.75 4.1 76.8

RICA2 (2024) 0.78 3.9 78.5

MVLA (2024) 0.79 3.8 79.1

CL-Fusion (2025) 0.80 3.7 80.2

Ours 0.84 3.4 83.6

TABLE 1 PLACEHOLDER COMPARISON TABLE USED IN THE RESPONSE LETTER.
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To Reviewer 2

Summary: The experimental section lacks robustness evaluations and updated baselines.

Reviewer Comment C2.1 — Class imbalance appears severe. How is it addressed?

Reply: We added a detailed imbalance analysis using a diversity index α. New subsection:

Revision C2.1a: Imbalance analysis

This is a placeholder for the imbalance analysis section.

We introduce a diversity index α to quantify imbalance across actions. We also include a

plot (omitted here) showing the relationship between diversity level and model performance.

This placeholder simulates the full text inserted in the revised manuscript.

Reviewer Comment C2.2 — Please update Table 3 with more recent 2024–2025 baselines.

Reply: We added three new baselines and updated the table:

Revision C2.2a: Updated comparison table

Method SRCC RMSE Acc.

Baseline A 0.72 4.3 74.1

Baseline B 0.75 4.1 76.8

RICA2 (2024) 0.78 3.9 78.5

MVLA (2024) 0.79 3.8 79.1

CL-Fusion (2025) 0.80 3.7 80.2

Ours 0.84 3.4 83.6

TABLE 2 PLACEHOLDER COMPARISON TABLE USED IN THE RESPONSE LETTER.
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Reviewer Comment C2.3 — Figures are not clear. Please enlarge fonts and improve resolution.

Reply: We regenerated all figures. Example improved figure:

Revision C2.3a: Updated figure placeholder

Figure 1: Placeholder improved figure
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1 Guide for Using the Response Letter Template

This guide explains how to use the provided response-letter template for writing a structured and

publication-ready response. The template supports:

• editor sections (\eicsection, \aesection);

• per-reviewer sectioning with automatic numbering;

• point-by-point reviewer comments and replies;

• revision boxes displaying modified manuscript text;

• automatic red highlighting of revised text;

• embedding figures or tables inside revision boxes;

• optional line–page cross-referencing to the main paper.

All commands discussed below are already defined in the template.

a) Definitions Required in the main r1 Preamble

In the revised manuscript file (for example main r1.tex), the preamble should contain the fol-

lowing elements (they are already included in the full template; this subsection documents their

purpose and usage):

1. Line numbering for cross-references

• Load and enable page-wise line numbers:

\usepackage[switch,pagewise]{lineno}

\linenumbers

8



2. Highlight color and switch

• Define a highlight color, e.g.:

\colorlet{highlightcolor}{red!70!black}

• Define a global switch to turn highlighting on/off:

\newif\ifMShighlight

• Turn it on in main r1:

\MShighlighttrue

• If you do not want highlighting (e.g. camera-ready), use:

\MShighlightfalse

3. Figure caption macro: \MSfigcaption Signature:

\MSfigcaption{label}{caption text}{extra}

Intended behavior:

• When MShighlight is true, the caption text is printed in highlightcolor.

• When MShighlight is false, a normal caption is used.

• In both cases, the figure label is set to the given key.

• The third argument {extra} is used for additional content after the caption (e.g. subfigure

labels).

Typical usage inside a figure:

\begin{figure}[!t]

\centering

\includegraphics[width=\linewidth]{figs/diversity.pdf}
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\MSfigcaption{fig:diversity}{Robustness analysis under action-grade

imbalance...}{}

\end{figure}

4. Table caption macro: \MStabcaption Signature:

\MStabcaption{label}{caption text}

Behavior:

• Works analogously to MSfigcaption: caption text is color-highlighted if MShighlight

is true.

• always sets \label{label} for cross-referencing.

Typical usage:

\begin{table}[t]

\centering

(tabular content here)

\MStabcaption{tab:exp}{Comparison with state-of-the-art methods...}

\end{table}

5. Equation label macro: \MSeqlabel Signature:

\MSeqlabel{eq:label}

Behavior:

• A lightweight wrapper around \label{...} for equations.

• Used inside an equation environment to label it.

Typical usage:

10



\begin{equation}

\MSeqlabel{eq:diversity}

$, \alpha = - \frac{q}{\log(q)} \sum {i=1}N̂ p i \log p i,$

\end{equation}

6. Line label macro: \MSlinelabel Signature:

\MSlinelabel{r1:C1.3}

Behavior:

• Internally calls \linelabel{...} from the lineno package.

• Does not print visible text; it only records the current line number and page number in the

.aux file.

• This is used later in the response letter to print “Main Paper Location — Line X, Page Y”.

Typical usage:

• At the beginning of a revised block:

\MSlinelabel{r1:C1.3}

followed by the revised paragraph or section.

7. Automatic highlighting of \input{r1/...} The template redefines \input to automat-

ically highlight any file that lives under the r1/ directory:

• If the argument path begins with r1/ and MShighlight is true, the entire content of that

file is printed in highlightcolor.

• If the path does not begin with r1/, the content is included normally.

Practical implication:

• Place all revised manuscript fragments in the directory r1/.
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• In main r1.tex, include them via \input{r1/...}.

• The same files can then be reused in the response letter inside revision environments

using the same \input call, ensuring consistency between main paper and response.

b) Top-Level Sections in the Response

1. Editor-in-Chief Section: \eicsection{} Usage:

\eicsection{EIC’s overall comment or summary}

\begin{reply} Your reply \end{reply}

2. Associate Editor Section: \aesection{} Same pattern as above, using \aesection{}.

c) Reviewer Sections

1. Starting a Reviewer Section: \reviewersection{}

• Use \reviewersection{summary} to start “To Reviewer 1”, “To Reviewer 2”, etc.

• The argument contains the reviewer’s overall comments (or can be left empty).

2. Reviewer Comment: point Environment

• Syntax: \begin{point} Reviewer comment \end{point}.

• Printed in blue and automatically numbered: C1.1, C1.2, C2.1, . . ..

3. Author Reply: reply Environment

• Syntax: \begin{reply} Your answer \end{reply}.

• Printed in black.
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d) Revision Boxes and Shared Content

1. The revision Environment Use revision to show the exact manuscript modifications

referred to in your reply:

\begin{revision}{short title}

\input{r1/diversity}

\end{revision}

• Text is highlighted using highlightcolor.

• Figures and tables can be embedded and will appear inline inside the box.

• At the end, the template may print the main-paper line and page information (using MSlinelabel

tags from the main manuscript).

2. Reusing the Same Content in Main Paper and Response

• In main r1.tex, include revised content:

\input{r1/diversity}

• In response.tex, within a revision:

\begin{revision}{...}

\input{r1/diversity}

\end{revision}

• This ensures that the main manuscript and the response letter always show exactly the same

revised text.

e) Optional: Cross-Referencing the Main Paper

1. Export the AUX file

• Compile main r1.tex at least twice.

• Copy or rename main r1.aux to refs.aux.
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2. Load it in the Response Letter In the preamble of response.tex, use external referenc-

ing:

\usepackage{xr}

\externaldocument{refs}

\InputIfFileExists{refs.aux}{}

Then you may write in your replies:

“See Fig. \ref{fig:diversity} (Page \pageref{fig:diversity} of the main

paper).”

If you attach a line label r1:C1.3 via MSlinelabel in the main paper, you may also print

the exact location using a helper macro (e.g. \linepage{\ref{r1:C1.3}}{\pageref{r1:C1.3}}).

f) Recommended Folder Structure

• main r1.tex: revised manuscript (uses the macros described above).

• response.tex: response letter (uses eicsection, aesection, reviewersection,

point, reply, revision).

• refs.aux: copy of main r1.aux for cross-references.

• r1/: all revised content in separate .tex files.
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g) Summary of Key Commands

Purpose Command

EIC comments section \eicsection{}

AE comments section \aesection{}

Reviewer section \reviewersection{}

Reviewer comment point

Author reply reply

Revision box revision

Insert revised text \input{r1/...}

Figure caption (revised) \MSfigcaption

Table caption (revised) \MStabcaption

Equation label \MSeqlabel

Line label (optional) \MSlinelabel
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