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General comments

The manuscript presents different a state-of-art of different ways of developing a sys-
tematic data base of episodes of thunderstorms, dividing the methodologies in three
main groups: thunderstorm frequency, thunderstorm tracking or lightning flash density.
The authors show the main advantages and disadvantages of each technique.

Although the idea of the work results interesting, there is a lack of coherence in the style
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of the manuscript as a scientific publication. For instance, I can’t find the motivation or
the goal that leads to start the research. This is basic, because it helps to define the
path that you choose along your research. What I mean is that if you want to present
some type of methodologies, you need to clarify if the purpose of each one fits to your
necessities, and which are the main disadvantages. And this is not appearing in any
place of your manuscript.

Please, rewrite this condition and adapt all the rest of the manuscript to your necessi-
ties.
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