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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 REVISION comments
The paper discusses the cluster sampling problems,
the following should be addressed in the revised
manuscript.
1. The Evaluation and discussion  is very weak, the author should propose

more details about the kind of sampling;
2. All of the reference are too old, the author should compared with state-of-

art methods in the field;
3. The methodology section is too simple, more detailed analysis should be given.

1. Material has been added to discussion,and more detail has been added toMethodology.2. With all due respect, the citations arethe seminal articles in the field ofsampling. Hence, we elected to retainthem.
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments


