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The author’s intention to compare landslide prediction system under operation in Italy
is fairly good and worth publishing. However, the analysis of the comparison results is
not good enough. In the conclusions, authors pointed out that the difference may arise
from the landslide typology, however, the authors did not show any proof about this.
They should show something which convince readers with certain logic.

In some parts, I felt difficulty in understanding English expression. Re-checking by
native speaker is recommended.

As for presentation, a figure explaining the concepts of each parameter such as like-
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lihood ratio and efficiency, is desirable. Generally, a bit longer caption is useful for
readers.
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