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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

From L 46 to L 77 various studies are mentioned. It would be useful to specify what 
each contributes to the model developed for the manuscript. It is not enough just to 
express the descriptors of each reference.  
L 199. A section entitled DISCUSSION should be included. Here it would have to 
consider what is required above on L 46 to L 77, and, in this section, to make a 
discourse that shows whether what is said in L 46 to L 77 is confirmed or refuted.  
Depending on what is said in DISCUSSION, the conclusions should be re-worked.  
 
Plagiarism issue: 
 
One of the following three publications. The copy is not literal. 
 
  http://dpannell.fnas.uwa.edu.au/dpap971f.htm 
 
  doi=10.1.1.138.2983&rep=rep1&type=pdf 
 
  www.atlantis-press.com/php/download_paper.php?id=25852601 
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Minor  REVISION comments 
 

- L 68. Both references mentioned should be written properly  
- L 118. The 2009 reference does not match the list  
- L 123. The first of the two quotations is not in the list  
 

 

Optional /General  comments 
 

It is a work similar to some others, but that does not bring novelty. It is an application 
without calculations. Attitudes and their quantification, costs, etc. could be appreciated.  
It can deepen " Sensitivity analysis" using the following information: 
http://dpannell.fnas.uwa.edu.au/dpap971f.htm  
It is strange that the following paper is not mentioned, as it is very similar to the one 
presented: 
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.138.2983&rep=rep1&type=pdf  
Or this more complete, which combines the two previous references: www.atlantis-
press.com/php/download_paper.php?id=25852601  
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