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	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.


	building parametric families of divergences around Jensen–Shannon/weighted cross-entropy is a common and useful pattern, and pointing out JS’s boundedness/support robustness is relevan
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	pick one symbol for the skew parameter (ρ is fine), define its domain once, and use it consistently. If there is also a vector-skew parameter (π), define it separately and show how it differs from scalar skew.
The abstract claims a derivation of vector-skew JS divergence and concavity in the scalar. But the manuscript (as currently written) mostly lists formulas and only briefly gestures at concavity, without a theorem/proof and without an explicit, final “vector-skew JSD” definition + properties. The title promises a classification, but the body reads like a short derivation + list of measures. There’s no classification scheme (taxonomy criteria, categories, comparison table, or mapping from parameter choices to known measures). The conclusion says JSD is “crucial” for GANs and that skewing improves task performance.This isn’t supported by any citation in the paper (and no GAN-related derivation/experiment is included). Terminology drift: “cross-entropy,” “divergence,” and “distance” are mixed. KL is not a metric; JS divergence is sometimes called a distance only after taking a square root under conditions. Tighten wording. frequent issues (“orientated,” “solid symmetrization,” “vagueness etc.”). reference 18 appears to contain an extra “14. Nielsen …” appended, and the bibliography formatting is inconsistent.
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