COMMENTS TO REVIEWER

The author thanks the positive contributions of the reviewer to improving this paper. 
Regarding methodological approaches, i.e. internalist versus externalist methodologies, the author acknowledges that he has severe limitations regarding the historical/cultural context of the periods considered because of his own education as an engineer, not as a historian.  This has advantages and disadvantages when writing about the history of scientific topics rather than writing a general history of science. 
I have consulted the books by Bernal, by Lindberg, and by Kragh in order to better frame the study. I have also included a page in the introduction to clarify the methodological issues, as suggested by the reviewer. In this revised version I have highlighted in yellow the new paragraphs. The titles of the sections have been altered to reflect periods rather than people: I agree with the reviewer in that there is no need to present early scientists as myths. This is especially true of al-Khazini, who was not an innovator himself but wrote an excellent encyclopedia-style text, which is/was of great use in understanding mechanics in Islamic countries. 

