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· Some sentences are not understandable, for example two first sentences in abstract, even first one in Serbian abtract (izvod).

The first two sentences of the abstract (page 1), as well as the first two sentences of the Serbian abstract (page 21), were corrected.
· In our industrial and laboratory practice German degree of hardness (odH) is still used as unit for hardness. Although it is also usually used in scientific papers, as it is not SI unit, it should be replaced by mg CaCO3 l-1 (1 odH = 17,8 mg CaCO3 l-1).

The unit for hardness was changed from German degree of hardness to mg/l CaCO3 and the experimental values of hardness were calculated accordingly (table I. on page 8). All mathematical models were completed with the newly calculated hardness values. 
· The value Go in eq. (5) and Table 1. is not a relative mass flow, it is a volume flow rate multiply by a ratio of output and input hardness, so unit is l min-1.

The formulation was corrected (page 8).
· Obviously Go is interesting for its linear regression model dependence on linear velocity of water − Go = a . ν (basic idea of this paper), what further leads to the main correlation of hydrochemical and hydromechanical parameters – Co = f (Ci, ν, Q, D2), as a base for mathematical modelling.

Is there any physical explanation why is this correlation basic for synergism of hydrochemical and hydromechanical parameters?

The stated dependence (Go = a . ν) was determined by experimentation and adopted based on the qualities of the obtained linear regression model.
· As the experimental procedure has been performed with water flow at 40 oC and calcium and magnesium hydrocarbonates, although very low soluble, has high solubility dependance on temperature, it must be emphasized that this modelling is relevant only for this temperature.

The explanation of the model relevance was added on page 10.
· The experimental (material and methods, laboratory pilot plant and experimental procedure) and the results (Table 1.) are exactly same as those in reference 1 (titles are very similar, practically same), probably originally performed for reference 4, so this paper is reuse of the same topic with the other modelling.

References 1 and 4 only consider   the linear connection between the relative change in hardness per unit of time on the exit of the pipe and the linear velocity, for different pipe diameters. For each of the geothermal and other hard water used in research a family of lines was received.  That family of lines represents the dependence of mass output flow of hardness on the linear velocity for different pipe diameters. Any further modelling was not done in these references.

In this paper, as it was stated in the introduction (pages 2 and 3) we analysed received experimental results in research of hydromechanical parameter effects on the change of hardness of geothermal and other hard waters with different flow velocities on different glass pipe cross sections, in the direction of generalizing results, independently of the origins of the geothermal and other hard waters.

With a goal of confirming the starting hypothesis, the effect of hydrodynamic parameters on the change of input hardness of geothermal and other hard waters and the process of solid deposit formation are modelled by an empirical model based on simple linear regression analysis, the multiple linear regression model and the neuron network model.
