Overall, most of my previous comments on this manuscript have been addressed. But there are still two points need to be clarified.
(1) The ELIFAN used the combination of the absolute and differential threshold process to estimate cloud cover of sky images. As the manuscript mentioned, the two processes had been discussed and applied in some prior publications. The innovation of ELIFAN is limited. The technical novelty is not impressive. 
(2) Aerosols exert crucial impacts on the cloud identification of sky images. The "well-performed" ELIFAN was only suitable for areas with "high visibility". It is not applicable for areas where the aerosol optical depth varies in large ranges due to the effects from the human factor or synoptic system. Obviously, cloud-free images with heavy aerosols or haze will be determined as cloudy if a reference image with few aerosols was selected. Unfortunately, the authors do not plan to revolve such problems. 

But if editors or other reviewers are Okay, I have no objection to the acceptance of this manuscript.
