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CompulsoryREVISION comments
none

Minor REVISION comments The paper could significantly be accomplished providedsome words are spent on whether avalanches/streamerscan restart on the barrier side facing the groundedelectrode, or not, when the applied voltage only causescorona activity and the barrier is introduced within theglowing region surrounding the point. In other words,this paper could be even incremental for that special andcontiguous topic represented by surface aging due tocorona activity. It is well known that aging affects theinsulating barrier’s surface facing the point but nothing isclearly expressed as regards the opposite side of thinbarriers. The described circumstances are typical of sometechnological applications.Apart from this observation somehow pertaining to thetreated subject-matter, the paper deserves to bepublished.
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