In the first half of the paper, we point out that there are
two kinds of uncertainty in Probabilistic Image
Registration (PIR), the transformation uncertainty and the
uncertainty in the values of corresponding items (aka label
uncertainty), e.g., intensity or tissue class. We give
illustrated and real-data-validated example to share our
finding that distinguishing these two quantities would
result in a better characterization of the uncertainty of
registration.

All reviewers seem to have a crucial misunderstanding as
confusing “registration uncertainty” with “registration
accuracy”. We are aware that Rohlfing’s paper, which R1 and
R2 refer to, is an excellent work on the evaluation of
registration accuracy. However, it’s irrelevant with our
research since we are not trying to study the relationship
between uncertainty and accuracy.

R2 and R3 mischaracterize the paper as “proposing an
intensity-based method..”. This misunderstanding may partly
due to our choice of terminology, albeit we clearly stated
in section 2.1 that intensity is only an example of possible
labels. In the final version, we will emphasize the term
“label uncertainty” more often.

-Response to R1 R2-:They reject the paper mainly because
they disagree with “our basic assumption” that is “low
uncertainty in intensity is correlated with good
registration”. However, we never made that claim.
-Response to R2’'s example-:We respectively disagree. With
different prior, the label uncertainty of a voxel on the
boundary of a structure will not always be high. More over,
it’s questionable to consider registration uncertainty low
at boundaries, especially for the boundary of tumor
residuals in the neurosurgery context [Risholm MedIAl3].
-Response to R3-:Comments from R3 indicate poor
understanding of registration uncertainty.

In the second half of the paper, we draw attention to two
important yet subtle aspects of PIR that reviewers seemed
to ignore; we believe those findings are significant for
the development, understanding, and usage of PIR.



