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Major revision round 2

Dear editor and reviewers, we deeply  appreciate all your work, insights, recommendations and
encouragement. No matter the result this has been some of the best scientific publishing
experience, because there has been an honest interest in making a real innovating contribution.
The process has been long, more than a year now, but it has involved high level scientific and
philosophical interchange of ideas that has no doubt been invaluable for us.

Referee #1: Karo Michaelian

Line 31: This sentence does not make any
sense “…eventually will undergo its
competitors because time is the ultimate
source of variability and so the system will
accumulate any little gain.”

Line 73: Change “ Ecosystems” to
“ecosystems”

Equations (3) and (4), and the variables
included in the equations, should be carefully
defined.

Line 98: “Ahmad and Co-workers” to “Ahmad
and co-workers”

Figure 1 – the labels on the graphs should be
larger.

Figure-3 – change “maximum complexity nd
Fisher information” to “maximum complexity
and Fischer information” .
Change -- “to respond, cope an thrive” to “to
respond, cope and thrive”

We appreciate the time invested in spotting
some examples of what must have been
corrected and is now taken care of in the new
version.
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The references are not complete or correctly
formatted. For example, journal names are

Corrected



missing from most of the references. The
phrase “et al.” should be used in place of
“and others”, etc.
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I emphasize again that these are only some
of the corrections to be made. There are

We have carefully re-read the paper and
improved the manuscript.



many others throughout the whole text.
However, it is not the job of the reviewer to
correct the technical issues. The authors
must take responsibility and provide a
polished paper before it could be acceptable
to publish.

Anonymous referee #4

To me personally, the manuscript appeared
really clear, albeit in its own exotically
conveyed way. Nevertheless, I am strongly
aware that to the broader readership this
work will transmit lack of quality and depth of
content simply due to the way the text is
written and the overall manuscript is
structured. Hence, more than an issue about
the content, it is about the form. And an
untidy form leads to the illusion that the
content is much worse than it actually is.

Therefore, instead of arguing for or against
specific technicalities, I urge the authors to
further exert caution in how the manuscript is
written, making sure that the revised work
inches closer to scientific writing (albeit the
nature of ESD Ideas).

We are very grateful for such kind words and
we have gone through the paper with much
attention to improved it and let the true value
of it be much easily appreciated.


