
Editor’s Comment:   

I have now read this manuscript, the referees’ comments, and author’s response. On the whole, of course 
the referees are right, and the paper is a little hard to read, obviously reflecting the fact that they are not 
native speakers. I also concur that abbreviations should be explained at their first occurrence. Apparently 
the most important ones are now explained in the text. 

 I would recommend to modify the following passages: 

-          On p.1, “the presented in section 5 results” should read “the results presented in section 5” 

-          On p.3, “it is hardly depended by” should read “it is hardly dependent on” 

-          On p.4, “the derived from the proposed methodology temporal functionalities” should read “the 
temporal functionalities (that are or have been) derived from the proposed methodology” 

-          On p.5, “much more less disorderly” should read “much less disorderly” 

  

Otherwise I think the paper is in line with your journal’s standards and should be accepted. 
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