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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study is impotent due to the fact that by comparing the power of these six methods across a range of relationship types, noise levels, and sample sizes, the study provides practical guidance for researchers, helping them choose the most appropriate correlation method based on the nature of their data and the relationships they aim to detect. This is particularly important in exploratory data analysis, where the underlying relationship is unknown, and the choice of method can significantly impact the results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract of the study is not comprehensive 

Suggestion;

The author need to present in the study result the performance values used to measure and compare the power of the six methods in the study  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically, correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To compare six methods there is need of additional references 19 references is not enough   
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study for Comparing the power of Pearson, Spearman, Kendall, Hoeffding, Distance correlations, and Bergsma and Dassios' tau in detecting linear, non-linear, and non-monotonic relationships using simulations is very important to researchers. Therefore, the author needs to address the following points.

1. Make use of performance indices such as R, MSE, MAE, MAPE RMSE etc. in measuring the power of the six methods compared not using plots only. 

2. The figures need are numbered but they are not use to interpret the result so as to be clear to the reader

3. avoid personalizing statement e.g “Our results provide key insights into the performance of six widely used correlation measures across a variety of functional relationships”
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