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Compulsory 

REVISION comments 

 

Introducing nonlinear techniques for determining the HRV is increasingly 
used for diagnose of diseases that are related or are the result of autonomic 
dysregulation. Description will become more sensitive than the linear method, 
what was demonstrated also in this work. 
The paper is written clearly and I do not have serious comments. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

The authors describe NL HRV parameters, but for the reader is not clear, what it 
means. 
Only one example: Poincare' plot (sd1 that describes short-term variability; sd2 that 
describes long-term variability; sd1/sd2 ratio that is a measure of the interaction 
between short-term and long-term variability). If they are parameters indicating of 
ANS activity, it would be appropriate to describe, on the base of their changes, what 
is the functional status of the ANS? Thus described parameter for the reader, who 
does not deal with the evaluation of HRV, gives no information value. 
 

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

Don’t repeat the same 2 times. It is the ethical principles, mentioned in the 
methods (lines 92-94) and repeated at the paper end (lines 285-293). 
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