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PART  1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISIONcomments The paper does not contain a Conclusions section. I stronglybelieve that such a section should be added where all the results ofthe paper should be briefly summarized.The Introduction section should clearly state somehow that thetopics briefly presented in 1.1-1.5 are later approached in thepaper (together with the section numbers where they arepresented).“Chapter 1” is mentioned multiple times (lines 156, 334, 1407). Itshould be replaced by “Section 1”.

A Conclusions section has been added to thepaper and highlighted.

This has now been done. See the highlightedcorrections to each of the sections 1.1 through1.5.
This has now been done and highlighted.

Minor REVISION comments Many parts of figures are surrounded by a black contour (e.g.  Fig.3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, etc.). It is obvious that the contourwas drawn by hand and is irregular. I would suggest to replace thehand-drawn black contour by a more regular shape (e.g. circle,ellipse, etc.), which would make the figures look better.
The IT staff at George Washington University iscurrently working on improving several aspectsof the design of the figures in my paper. Youshould get the results shortly.

Optional/Generalcomments The paper is very strong from a technical point of view andpresents many interesting results related to loop trees. It is alsounexpectedly long (60 pages) – the contributions of the papercould have easily been presenter over multiple different papers.Nevertheless, despite being long, the paper is self-contained andwell organized and all of its parts are well connected to each other.
The author has received permission from BJMCSto submit the revised paper as a single paper,rather than splitting it into several papers.


