Referee 1

p.8 I think there is a confusion in the text that the conclusion is the identification problem arises when the standard deviation is smaller than 5 times the mean – it is 1/5 of the mean. A big difference!

p.9, 4th line – “rich” instead of “reach”

on formatting – please remove the tracked changes from the text.

Thanks for spotting those mistakes. We corrected them all.

Referee 2 

Overall, a very interesting and useful paper. I am a big fan of using simulated data to test experimental design and analysis methods, so I was glad to see this paper. I know the length limits of the paper preclude a  lot of explanation, but it took me a long time to figure out Tables 3 and 4, so some more explanation in the text would help, particularly sorting out the number of simulated individuals vs. the number of replications per individual vs. the number of times the data set was generated vs. the number of random draws  used in estimation.  The reader can get lost in all the random permutations...
Many thanks for your comments. Regarding the terminology, we found that we used erroneously the term “repetitions” to talk about the number of Monte Carlo experiments and the number of draws. We cleared up the terminology throughout the paper. In particular repetitions refer to number of times the data was generated (i.e. number of Monte Carlo experiments); R are the number of draws; the number of observations always corresponds to the sample size; the number of simulated individuals corresponds to the number of observations (and thus to the sample size) for the RP sample only, while in the SP data the sample size is equal to the number of individuals multiplied by the number of choice tasks. 
