Response to Reviewer 2 Comments

Point 1: do the authors made a special analysis of the quality of results in the case of presence of

clouds? Can the author give a figure and compare with the favourable case of clear sky?

Response 1: Some tests have been done to evaluate the performance of the trained model on images
with presence of clouds and showed a higher percentage of pixels of misdetection, especially as False
Positives but showing high coherence on True Positives. To improve the results of this first work is

necessary to increase the training dataset using images in the presence of meteorological clouds.

Two statements have been added on paragraph “ 4.3. Evaluation of the proposed model” to discuss
this point underlined by the reviewer #2.
- Page 17, lines 409-416: Once the model [...] from Mt. Etna.

Furthermore, one picture of the same paragraph has been modified, also showing two examples with

clouds.

- Page 18, Figure 17.



