
Dear Editor, 

We thank you and the reviewers for this evaluation. 

We addressed the final concern of Reviewer #1 (see below) 

We have now submitted all files required for production. 

On behalf of all authors, 

Wouter Berghuijs 

 

Comment Reviewer #1 

I appreciate the authors' eIorts in revising the manuscript. All my comments have been addressed in this 
version. However, I still have some minor concerns regarding the robustness of the metrics. Based on the 
updated Figure 3, which illustrates the ranges of each metric, it appears that, except for IS2, the other 
three metrics are not highly sensitive to the binning choice. For instance, IS1 is 34.1% of its maximum 
when using 15-minute data and decreases slightly to 33.1% when using monthly data, which corresponds 
to 97.1% of the value calculated with 15-minute data. Similarly, for the directional metric, the 
corresponding ratio is 98.6%, only slightly higher than that of IS1, indicating that its sensitivity is only 
marginally weaker than IS1. I am not questioning the usefulness of the directional metric; rather, I believe 
that the diIerences among the various metrics should be conveyed more accurately. At the very least, I 
do not think IS1 and IS3 "strongly depend on the binning choice." Furthermore, instead of providing 
absolute values and potential ranges, I suggest presenting the relative values directly, as this would 
facilitate a clearer understanding of the diIerences among the metrics. 

We changed the text and figure as follows:  

 



 


