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Our response to referee # 2 is in the supplement pdf document attached. It refers
to the pages and paragraphs of a revised version of the manuscript. Indeed, the
comments of referee # 2 lead us to re-think the analysis of the case study simulations,
which were re-run with a slightly improved version of the model. Consequently a
revised version of the manuscript was written. The case study part of the manuscript
is quite different. We have split comments into key paragraphs to answer them.

Please also note the supplement to this comment:

C959

http://www.geosci-model-dev-discuss.net/6/C959/2013/gmdd-6-C959-2013-
supplement.pdf
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