Letter to the reviewer: JMMB JMM-B-12-2333
I would like to thank the reviewer and the editors for the constructive comments and helpful advise.

In the following I will address the two comments from Reviewer A

(1) The authors are required to mention the thermodynamic and atomic
mobility data used in their simulation.

Thank you for reminding us of this important information which we overlooked.  We have included two references (numbered 12 and 13) and revised the text.  I include a highlighted portion of the revision:

…..

In the following section, a sensitivity analysis is performed for reasonable conditions for a basic steel, in order to clarify the importance of these parameters.  For this analysis a deep drawing low carbon steel with 0.05%Al, 0.005%N and 0.3%Mn was selected.  The thermodynamic data used was from TCFE7 database [12], whereas the mobilites were from MOBFE2 database [13]…..

(2) PRISMA is one dimension simulation for precipitation, which is based
on the DICTRA but needs more input data, such as interfacial energy and
grain size. On the other hand, the phase file method can perform two or even three-dimensional simulations for the microstructure. It is expected that phase field method will lead to a better agreement with the observed
microstructure. It is suggested that the authors have a brief discussion on
phase filed simulation for the precipitation of AlN in steels.
Thank you for the comment. We have expanded a little the discussion on the method of simulation to try to show how PRISMA, DICTRA and phase field can be complementary techniques.  We also highlighted their advantages and some limitations.  I include a highlighted portion of the revision:

Based on Langer-Schwartz theory [8] a commercial software (PRISMA) [7] that applies numerical methods to simulate the nucleation, growth and coarsening of precipitates that occur simultaneously in multi-component, multiphase alloys  was developed. All calculation in the present work employed this software.  Although there are several important details in the implementation and the mathematical method used to tackle this problem on a “solvable” way, the fundamentals of the problem do not significantly differ from the classical theory related to the above mentioned phenomena (e.g. [9]).  It is relevant to note, however, that by using these methods, PRISMA does not address individual particles, but is able to provide not only time dependent volume fraction information but also meaningful information on particle size distribution and number density, for instance.  This is an important complementary tool in the toolbox of Integrated Computational Materials Engineering (ICME), since together, for instance, with DICTRA, that can provide one-dimensional diffusional growth information, or with phase-field methods, which normally focuses on a single of few precipitates with their morphologies, it will help better understand and quantify the several aspects of phase transformations.
Thus, while transport (during growth) is mainly treated as a diffusion problem, nucleation involves the effects of interfacial energy and, in the case of heterogeneous nucleation, the effect of microstructural features such as grain boundaries, junctions, etc. as well as dislocations.  Furthermore, coarsening is highly influenced by interfacial energy.

It is thus evident that not only thermodynamic properties and atomic mobilities are needed to properly simulate these phenomena, but a complete set of new parameters, more or less accessible to measurement will be needed (interfacial energies (), microstructural features and dislocation densities, mostly) if an adequate simulation is to be achieved.  Furthermore, some parameters, as the interfacial energy have a very large effect on the overall results, influencing at the same time nucleation (the free energy of formation of a critical nucleus, for instance, depends on , while curvature chemical potential and critical radius are directly proportional to .  
When considering the need for this information, it is important to recall that other methods in ICME such as sharp interface, diffusional modeling with DICTRA can also incorporate nucleation barriers and interfacial energy contributions, if this data is available [10]. Furthermore, like PRISMA, phase-field codes also do not provide any inherent nucleation model and need information on interfacial properties [11].  Coupling these different techniques could be very effective in bridging the modeling scales.
With respect to the simulation of AlN precipitation with the phase field method, we could not find any reference in the literature reporting attempts at this, albeit Nele Moelans at Leuven, Belgium models grain boundary pinning with the phase field technique, but that is different from simulating the precipitation.  Ernst Kozeschnik has a publication in which the keyword “AlN”+ “steel”+ “phase field” are present, but in this work, “phase field” is the field of stability of a phase and not the modeling technique. We have consulted some colleagues who are very active in phase field and they also indicated they were not familiar with any attempt at simulating AlN precipitation in steel with the phase field method.  One of them mentioned that due to the small scale of the precipitates and the quite small volume fraction, this would be an interesting challenge for phase field modeling.   
As the focus of our work and our expertise is not in the phase field method we felt that it would be better not to give opinions on this subject, in view of the overall focus of our work, just presenting the above highlighted comments.
We have also checked the reference formatting, reference consistency and keyword.


We hope our paper has now improved to reach the standards of JMMB.

We look forward to your comments and remain at your disposal for any additional clarification or change you may deem necessary.

Best regards

Andre Costa e Silva

