
GMDD
6, C2315–C2316, 2014

Interactive
Comment

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

Discussion Paper

Geosci. Model Dev. Discuss., 6, C2315–C2316, 2014
www.geosci-model-dev-discuss.net/6/C2315/2014/
© Author(s) 2014. This work is distributed under
the Creative Commons Attribute 3.0 License.

EGU Journal Logos (RGB)

Advances in 
Geosciences

O
pen A

ccess

Natural Hazards 
and Earth System 

Sciences

O
pen A

ccess

Annales  
Geophysicae

O
pen A

ccess

Nonlinear Processes 
in Geophysics

O
pen A

ccess

Atmospheric 
Chemistry

and Physics

O
pen A

ccess

Atmospheric 
Chemistry

and Physics

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Atmospheric 
Measurement

Techniques

O
pen A

ccess

Atmospheric 
Measurement

Techniques

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Biogeosciences

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Biogeosciences
Discussions

Climate 
of the Past

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Climate 
of the Past

Discussions

Earth System 
Dynamics

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Earth System 
Dynamics

Discussions

Geoscientific
Instrumentation 

Methods and
Data Systems

O
pen A

ccess

Geoscientific
Instrumentation 

Methods and
Data Systems

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Geoscientific
Model Development

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Geoscientific
Model Development

Discussions

Hydrology and 
Earth System

Sciences

O
pen A

ccess

Hydrology and 
Earth System

Sciences

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Ocean Science

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Ocean Science
Discussions

Solid Earth

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess
Solid Earth

Discussions

The Cryosphere

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

The Cryosphere
Discussions

Natural Hazards 
and Earth System 

Sciences

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Interactive comment on “An orthogonal
curvilinear terrain-following coordinate for
atmospheric models” by Y. Li et al.

H. Weller (Editor)

h.weller@reading.ac.uk

Received and published: 3 January 2014

Dear Yiyuan

Your new experiments sound ideal. It sounds as if you will be able to present a very
clear and concise story. I have another suggestion. Ideally you only need to do the
third comparison (smoothed coordinates with orthogonal smoothed coordinates). It is
already well known that the coordinates should be smooth. So, if you can get suffi-
ciently different results for the two versions, this comparison should be enough

If you will only present results from two coordinate systems, it would also be possible
for you to put in plots of the coordinate lines for each of the systems that you use for
the simulations. That way the reader will be able to see exactly the coordinates used
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for each simulation

looking forward to seeing a revised version

Hilary

Interactive comment on Geosci. Model Dev. Discuss., 6, 5801, 2013.
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