Dear Reviewer B, 

I am grateful for the time dedicated to read my paper and the list of your advises  and helpful  comments to make it better.
Step 1. I will be more clearly about the innovative aspect of findings (the use of fieldwork rates’ trend)
Step 2. I will give additional detail about the estimation method including formula
Step 3. I will explain more the findings (tables, graphs, etc..)
Step 4. I will reduce the use of footnotes
Step 5.  I totally agree with you! There is no ground-truth reference to validate the performance of  kernel density estimation.  Practically the validity of the proposed method has been tested comparing the results with benchmarks which are commonly used in ISTAT.

According to your advice I checked out its performance simulating several situations:

I totally agree with you! There is no ground-truth reference to validate the performance of kernel density estimation.  Practically the validity of the proposed method has been tested comparing the results with benchmarks which are commonly used in ISTAT.

According to your advice I checked out its performance simulating several situations:
a) I changed the percentage of outliers by including artificial outliers and known outlier
b) I considered a large data set composed on 500 random observations (greater  than the available one)
Thank you again. I look forward to further updates.
