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Overall assessment and recommendation 
 
This manuscript has been considerably improved in response to the first review 
process. In particular, use of English language has been thoroughly upgraded by 
external consultants and - as a consequence - reading to the text has become 
much smoother now. Given that the objective of GMD papers is proper descrip-
tion and evaluation of model tools rather than coming up with innovative scien-
tific results, I find that the paper is now on a good way towards acceptance for 
this journal. As I already stated in the 1st review stage, I regard BESM to be a rea-
sonable climate model that ought to get its chance for being used for specific 
scientific research. 
  
Such credible progress notwithstanding, some more work on the manuscript is 
still necessary. First, there are still some (though not many) inconsistencies in the 
results presentation that require revision. In some cases this might be caused by 
excessively technical language that does not always help to address scientific in-
terrelations precisely. Second, the language upgrade (though successful in an 
overall sense) has failed on occasions where the language editor apparently did 
not comprehend the scientific meaning of some text. The last three paragraphs 
of the conclusion section form a prototype of what I mean: The penultimate 
paragraph (p. 13, l. 25f) reads perfectly convincing and clear, whereas the two 
paragraphs surrounding it (p. 13, l. 15f and p. 14, l. 1f) are still very hard to 
grasp. Language polishing thus forms the bulk of my remaining recommenda-
tions and correction requests. This time, however, it will be sufficient if the au-
thors carefully consider the list of proposed changes. 
 
 
General recommendations 

1) p. 1 l. ☎✆ ✝ ✞✟✠✡☛☛✟☞✌ ✍✡ ✟✎✍✟☞✌ ✍✡ �✏ ✑✞✟✠✒✑✒✍✓✍✒✡☞✔ ✓✍☛✡✕✑✖✟✞✒✠ ✠✒✞✠✗✘✓✍✒✡☞✔

✓☞✌ ✞✓✌✒✓✍✒✙✟ ✚✟✟✌✂✓✠✛✕✁✔ ✜✒✙✟☞ ✍✖✟ ✞✡✡☛ ✌✟✙✡✍✟✌ ✍✡ ✚✟✟✌✂✓✠✛ analysis. 

2) ✑✢ ✣ ✘✢ ✣✤✆ �✏ ✗☞✠✟✞✍✓✒☞✍✄ ✒☞ ✟✕✍✒☛✓✍✟✕ ✡✚ ✍✡✍✓✘ ✑✞✟✠✒✑✒✍✓✍✒✡☞ ✌✗✟ ✍✡ ✗☞✠✟✞✍✓✒n-
✍✒✟✕ ✒☞ ✏✁✥ ✦✡✗✘✌ ✒✍ ✂✟ ✑✞✟✚✟✞✓✂✘✟ ✍✡ ✞✟✑✘✓✠✟ �✗☞✠✟✞✍✓✒☞✍✄✁ ✂✄ �✒☞✍✟✞-model 
✌✟✙✒✓✍✒✡☞✁✧ 

3) p. 6 Eq. 4: Despite the statements made in your reply I am still at a loss to 
detect your equation (4) in any of the given references. Particularly the split-
ting with respect to Ts and Tas. 

4) ✑✢ ★ ✘✢ ✣✩✆ � ✏ ✍✖✟✄ ✓✞✟ ✕✖✒✚✍✟✌ ✍✡ ✍✖✟ ✞✟✕✒✌✗✗☛✢✁ ✦✡☞✠✟✞☞✒☞✜ ✕✍✞✓✍✡✕✑✖✟✞✒✠

temperature and the corresponding rapid radiative adjustment, this must 
make up for a quite large residuum then (see Smith et al., 2018, their Fig. 3). 
However, as you are not using the kernel derived feedbacks for closing the 
forcing vs. feedback balance, I will not insist on this point any further. 



5) �✁ ✂ ✄✁ ☎✆ ✝✞✟✠✡ ☛��☞✌☛✍✟✎ ✟✌✏✑✒✑☞✎ ☛✡✡✓✔✑✡ ✕✖ ✗ I do not understand what is 
implied by this sentence. Does the following proposed text meet your inten-
tion? ✝✘✌✏✑✒✑☞✎ ✙✟✑ ☞✑✡✓✄✙✠✚✛ ✜✑☞✚✑✄ ✢✑☞✠✒✑✢ ✣✑✑✢✤☛✍✜✡ ✍☛✚ ✌✚✄✥ ✤✑ ☛ssumed 
to reflect the actual feedback in the considered models under the premise of 
small differences between the radiative transfer codes. This has not been 
verified here, thus enabling inconsistencies between feedbacks derived from 
the regression method and the kernel method. On the other hand, Figure 3 
indeed suggests small differences at least arising from use of either the 
✦✧★✩ ✌☞ ✙✟✑ ✪✫✬✭ ☞☛✢✠☛✙✠✒✑ ✙☞☛✚✡✣✑☞ ✔✌✢✑✄✁✖  

6) p. 8 l. 12: ✝✞✟✓✡ ✙✟✑ ☞☛✙✠✌ ✌✣ ✕✖✮ ☛✡ ✠✙ ✡✌✓✚✢✡ ✡✌✔✑✏✟☛✙ ✙☞✠✒✠☛✄ ✙✟☛✙ 1/✯ (the 
✝✍✄✠✔☛✙✑ ✡✑✚✡✠✙✠✒✠✙✥ �☛☞☛✔✑✙✑☞✖✰ ✑✱�✄☛✠✚✡ ✲✧✳ ✴✙✟✑ ✝✑✵✓✠✄✠✤☞✠✓✔ ✍✄✠✔☛✙✑ ✡✑✚✡i-
✙✠✒✠✙✥✖✰ ✏✑✄✄✎ ✥✌✓ ✔✠✛✟✙ ✍✌✚✡✠✢✑☞ ☛ ✍✟☛✚✛✑ ✙✌✆ ✝✞✟✓✡ ✠✚✙✑☞-model variations in 
the balance of feedbacks explains ✙✟✑ ✢✠✡�✑☞✡✠✌✚ ✠✚ ✙✟✑ ✲✧✳ ✤✑✙✙✑☞ ✙✟☛✚ ✕✖ 

7) �✁ ✶ ✄✁ ☎☎✆ ✝ ✕ ✙he inter-model differences are greater than the distribution 
✌✣ ✙✟✑ ☞☛✢✠☛✙✠✒✑✄✥ ☛✍✙✠✒✑ ✍✌✚✡✙✠✙✓✑✚✙✡ ✌✣ ✙✟✑ ✤☛✡✑ ✔✌✢✑✄✖; This sentence is ra-
ther confusing: Which differences? Which constituents? I suspect that you in-
tend to address the issue of point 5 above, but it✷s not very clear. 

8) ✸✁ ✹ ✄✁ ☎✆ ✝✕ ✙✟☛✙ ✺✲✳✻ ✢✌✑s not have a higher contrast between the surface 
and upper troposphere temperatures in comparison to temperature con-
✙☞☛✡✙✡ ✌✣ ✙✟✑ ✌✙✟✑☞ ✔✌✢✑✄✡✁✖✮ ☛ ✡✙✠✄✄ ✵✓✠✙✑ ✍✄✓✔✡✥ ✡✑✚✙✑✚✍✑ ☛✚✢ ☛✄✡✌ ✍✌✓✚✙✑☞-
intuitive, as in case BESM shows a more positive lapse rate feedback than the 
ensemble, this should imply that the warming is relatively larger at the sur-
face and relatively weaker at the upper troposphere, resulting in an in fact 
more strongly increased (!) vertical temperature gradient. That seems to con-
tradict your statement. Do you agree? Please, reformulate accordingly.  

9)  The interpretations starting at p. 10, l. 4, with respect to Fig. 6, 
still lack clarity and also inherent consistency. First, it is not obvious how the 
✙✑☞✔ ✼✍✄✌✓✢ ✔☛✡✜✷ ✠✡ ✙✌ ✠✚✙✑☞�☞et physically, as it is not mentioned when the 
✼☛✢✽✓✡✙✑✢ ✍✄✌✓✢ ☞☛✢✠☛✙✠✒✑ ✑✣✣✑✍✙✷✎ ✾CREa, is introduced by Eq. (5). As a conse-
quence, the link between the analytic explanation in the penultimate para-
graph of 4.2 and the discussion of physical parameters in the last paragraph 
remains obscure. In particular (my second main point) it is not clear to me 
how ✴✄✁ ✿❀✰ ✝✺✑✍☛✓✡✑ ✌✣ ✙✟✑ ✠✚✍☞✑☛✡✑ ✠✚ ✙✌✙☛✄ ✍✄✌✓✢ ✣☞☛✍✙✠✌✚✎ ☛ negative SW 
✧✩✲ ☛��✑☛☞✡ ✕✖ ✍☛✚ ✤✑ ☞✑✍✌✚✍✠✄ed with the SW cloud feedback in Fig. 5 (mid 
right panel) being obviously positive in those very regions. Does the lower 
troposphere cloud response in BESM compete with the sea ice retreat differ-
ently than in the CMIP ensemble? While a full explanation is not required in 
the framework of a GMD paper, still you should try to explain the parameter 
inter-relations in a consistent and lucid way. Especially, because the conclud-
ing section resumes this point to emphasize it as a main part of the paper. 

10) p. 13 l. 2❁✆ ✝✕ ✠✚✍☞✑☛✡✑ ✠✚ ✍✄✌✓✢ ✍✌✒✑☞ ✕ ✏✟✠✍✟ ✠✚✍☞✑☛✡✑✢ ✙✟✑ ✌✓✙✛✌✠✚✛ ✳❂

☞☛✢✠☛✙✠✌✚ ☛✙ ✙✟✑ ✞❃★✁✖ ; see previous point 9! In Fig. 5 the SW cloud feedback 
in that latitude range is positive, which suggests that more SW energy re-
mains in the climate system, thus indicating less reflection. ✺✥ ✙✟✑ ✏☛✥✎ ✝✌✓t-
✛✌✠✚✛ ✳❂ ☞☛✢✠☛✙✠✌✚✖ ✌✓✛✟✙ ✙✌ ✤✑ ☞✑�✄☛✍✑✢ ✤✥ ✝☞✑✣✄✑✍✙✑✢ ✡✌✄☛☞ ☞☛✢✠a✙✠✌✚✖✁ 



11) �✁ ✂✄ ☎✁ ✄✆ ✝ ✞ ✟✠✡☛☞✟✌✡ ✍✎ ✏✑✡ ✒☎✍✡✓✟ ✔✡✡✓✍✒☞✕ ☞☎✟✖✓ ✌✒✗✕ ✞✘ ✙ ✒☎✗✟ ☛✡☎✒t-
ed to major point 9. This explanation is not suggestive and not adequately 
pointed out in a physical sense. 

12) �✁ ✂✚ ☎✁ ✛✆ ✝✜✢ ✏✑✣✗ ✗✡✢✗✡ ✣✏ ✑✒✗ ☞✟✢✏☛✣✍✖✏✡✓ ✞✘ You obviously refer to that 
part of the manuscript I have addressed in my general points 9-11. Evidently, 
I do not agree to this claim ✒✗ ✢✟✏ ☞✟✢✠✣✢☞✣✢✤ ✒☛✤✖✌✡✢✏ ✔✟☛ ✒ ✝✍etter under-
✗✏✒✢✓✣✢✤✘ ✑✒✗ ✍✡✡✢ �☛✟✠✣✓✡✓✁ ✥✟☛ ✓✟ ✜ ✓✡✌✒✢✓ ✟☛ ✡✦�✡☞✏✧ ✏✑✒✏ ✗✖☞✑ ✒ ☞✟✢✏☛i-
bution to better understanding is given in the framework of a GMD paper. 
Hence, the statement could simply be discarded, or modified to something 
☎✣✕✡ ✝✞ ✏✑✡ ✒✢✒☎✎✗✣✗ ✌✡✏✑ods used here have the potential to explain re-
maining process uncertainties causing inter-model spread in the cloud feed-
back in future work✁✘ 

Language and Technical Remarks 

1) �✁ ✂✧ ☎✁ ★ ✩✪✍✗✏☛✒☞✏✫✆ ✝ ✞ ✏✑✡ ✬✭✮✯ ✗✣✌✖☎✒✏✣✟✢✗ ✎✣✡☎✓ ✞✘ 

2) �✁ ✄ ☎✁ ✂✰✆ ✝✞ �✑✎✗✣☞✒☎ �☛✟☞✡✗✗✡✗ ✞✘ ✱ ✝✞ �✑✎✗✣☞✒☎ parameterisations ✞✘ ✙
✝✞ ✏✑✟✗✡ ✖✗✡✓ ✍✎ ✲✡✣✤✒ ✞✘ ✱ ✝✞ ✏✑✟✗✡ ✓✣✗☞✖✗✗✡✓ ✣✢ ✲✡✣✤✒ ✞✘ 

3) �✁ ✄ ☎✁ ✂✛✆ ✝ ✞ ✣✗ ✖✗✡✓ ✣✢ ✏✑✣✗ ✗✏✖✓✎ ✍✖✏ ✳✣✏✑ ✒ ✞✘ ✱ ✴✵ is generally used in 
BESM-✶✪✛✁✷✧ ✡✦☞✡�✏ ✔✟☛ ✒ ✞✘ 

4) �✁ ✄ ☎✁ ✛✸✆ ✝✞ ✏✑✡ ✠✒☎✖✡ ✟✍✗✡☛✠✡✓ ✍✎ ✏✑✡ ✹✪✺✜✻ �☛✟✼✡☞✏ ✞✘ ✱ ✝✞ ✏✑✡ ✠✒☎✖✡

de✏✡☛✌✣✢✡✓ ✳✣✏✑✣✢ ✏✑✡ ✹✪✺✜✻ �☛✟✼✡☞✏ ✞✘ 

5) p. 4 l. ✂ ✩✑✡✒✓✣✢✤✫✆ ✝✽✟✌�✒☛✣✗✟✢ ✏✟ ✒ �☛✡✠✣✟✖✗ ✠✡☛✗✣✟✢✘ ✱ ✝✽✟✌�✒☛✣✗✟✢ ✏✟ ✒
pre✠✣✟✖✗ ✌✟✓✡☎ ✠✡☛✗✣✟✢✘ 

6) �✁ ✚ ☎✁ ✛✆ ✝✡✠✟☎✖✏✣✟✢✘ ✱ ✝✒✓✠✒✢☞✡✌✡✢✏✘ 

7) �✁ ✚ ☎✁ ✷✆ ✝ ✞✧ ✳✑✣☞✑ ☛✡✗✖☎✏✗ ✣✢ ✞ ✏✟ ✒��☛✟✦✣✌✒✏✡☎✎ ✾✚ ✿✌-2 ✞✘ ✱ ✝✞✧ ✳✣✏✑ ✒
☛✡✓✖☞✡✓ ✤☎✟✍✒☎ ✌✡✒✢ ✍✣✒✗ ✟✔ ✒��☛✟✦✣✌✒✏✡☎✎ ✾✚ ✿✌-2 ✞✘ 

8) p. 4 l. 26: ✝✞ �☛✡✗✡✢✏✡✓ ☎✡✗✗ ☞✟✢✗✣✗✏✡✢✏ ☛✡✗✖☎✏✗✘ ✱ ✝✎✣✡☎✓✡✓ ☎✡✗✗ ☞✟✢✗✣✗✏✡✢✏ ☛e-
✗✖☎✏✗✘ 

9) �✁ ✷ ☎✁ ✂✆ ✝✞ ✍✟✏✑ ✡✦�✡☛✣✌✡✢✏✗ ✳✡☛✡ ☛✖✢ ✣✢ �✒☛✒☎☎✡☎ ✔✟☛ ✂✷✰ ✎✡✒☛✗✁✘ ✱ ✝✞ ✔✟☛

years 151 to 300 both scenarios are run in parallel to the piControl reference 
✔✟☛ ✂✷✰ ✎✡✒☛✗✁✘ ❀✜ ✖✢✓✡☛✗✏✒✢✓ ✏✑✒✏ ✔✟☛ ✏✑✡ ✡✠✒☎✖✒✏✣✟✢ ✟✔ �✣✽✟✢✏☛✟☎✧ ✡✁✤✁ ✌✡✒✢✗

of the reference state, only the last 150 years of piControl have been used. If, 
however, reference means are averaged over 300 years, this should be men-
tioned explicitly in the text.] 

10) �✁ ✷ ☎✁ ★✆ ✝✞ ✏✳✟ ✓✣✔✔✡☛✡✢✏ ✌✡✏✑✟✓✗✆ ☛✡✤☛✡✗✗✣✟✢ ✩❁☛✡✤✟☛✎ ✡✏ ✒☎✁✧ ✛✰✰✚✫ ✒✢✓ ☛a-
✓✣✒✏✣✠✡ ✕✡☛✢✡☎ ✞✘ ✱ ✝✏✳✟ ✓✣✔✔✡☛✡✢✏ ✌✡✏✑✟✓✗✧ ✖✗✣✢✤ ✡✣✏✑✡☛ ✒ ☛✡✤☛✡✗✗✣✟✢ ✒c-
☞✟☛✓✣✢✤ ✏✟ ❁☛✡✤✟☛✎ ✡✏ ✒☎✁ ✩✛✰✰✚✫ ✟☛ ☛✒✓✣✒✏✣✠✡ ✕✡☛✢✡☎✗ ✞✘ 

11) �✁ ✷ ☎✁ ✂✚✆ ✝✞ ✌✡✏✑✟✓ ☞✟✢✗✣✗✏✗ ✟✔ ✏✑✡ ✞✘ ✱ ✝✞ ✌✡✏✑✟✓ ☞✟✢✗✣✗✏✗ ✣✢ ✏✑✡ ✞✘ ❀✟☛

✝✞ ✌✡✏✑✟✓ ✣✢✠✟☎✠✡✗ ✏✑✡ ✞✘❂ 

12) �✁ ✷ ☎✁ ✂✷✆ ✝ ✞ ✏✑✡ ✢✡✏ ☛✒✓✣✒✏✣✟✢ ☞✑✒✢✤✡ ✞✘ ✱ ✝✏✑✡ ✢✡✏ ☛✒✓✣✒✏✣✠✡ ✔☎✖✦ ☞✑✒✢✤✡
✞✘ 

13) �✁ ❃ ☎✁ ✂ ✩✑✡✒✓✣✢✤✫✆ ✝✽☎✣✌✒✏✡ ✔✡✡✓✍✒☞✕✗ ✩☛✒✓✣✒✏✣✠✡ ✕✡☛✢✡☎✫✘ ✱ ✝✮✡�✒☛✒✏✣✢✤ ✣n-
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✕✎✔✏✎✖✠ ✗✔✄✔☛✌✠ ✔✏ ✘✙✚ ✖✎✔ ✔✡✗✎✏✡✔✡✛ ✎☛✌✡✠✔☞✠☞ ✍✑ ✏✒✠ ✞✜ 

15) �✁ ✂ ✄✁ ✢✆ ✝✣✍✡ calculating the temperature kernel, an increment of 1 K is add-
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✏✎✍☛ ✍✑ ✏✒✎☞ ☞✠☛✏✠☛✌✠ ✔☞ ✔☛ ✎✓�✡✍✖✠✓✠☛✏✆ ✝✘✒✠ ✄✎☛✠✔✡ ✡✠✮✡✠☞☞✎✍☛☞ ✗✔☞✠✕ ✍☛

all-sky radiative fluxed are used to estimate ECS, G and ✲, while the regres-
sions based on clear-☞✟✛ ✕✔✏✔ ✔✡✠ ✱☞✠✕ ✏✍ ✍✗✏✔✎☛ ✳★✴✵ ✞✜ 
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✑✍✡ ✥✹ ✞✜ ✧ ✝✰✠✡✠ ✌✍✓�✎✄✠✕ ✎☛ ✠✺✏✠☛☞✎✍☛ ✍✑ ✏✒✠ �✡✠✖✎✍✱☞ ✰✍✡✟ ✗✛ ✚☛✕✡✠✰☞

✠✏ ✔✄✁ ✶✬✷✥✬✸✻ ✰✒✍ ✠✖✔✄✱✔✏✠✕ ✥✹ ✞✜ 

20) �✁ ✢✻ ✄✁ ✼✆ ✝✣✍✡ ✏✒✠ ✥✹ ✓✍✕✠✄☞ ✞✜✯ ✪ ✡✠✌✍✓✓✠☛✕ ✏✍ ✡✠✑✍✡✓✱✄✔✏✠ ✏✍✆ ✝✪☛ ✚n-
drews et al. (2012) the ECS ranges from 2.07 to 4.74 K for the 15 models ana-
✄✛✦✠✕ ✏✒✠✡✠✻ ✰✒✎✌✒ ✎☞ ✄✔✡✮✠✄✛ ✌✍☛✑✎✡✓✠✕ ✗✛ ✍✱✡ ✔☛✔✄✛☞✎☞✁✜ 

21) �✁ ✢ ✄✁ ✹✆ ✝✘✒✠ �✍☞☞✎✗✄✠ ☞✓✔✄✄ ✕✎✑✑✠✡✠☛✌✠☞ ✌✔☛ ✗✠ ✔✏✏✡✎✗✱✏✠✕ ✞✜ ✧ ✝✘he small 
dif✑✠✡✠☛✌✠☞ ✌✔☛ �✍☞☞✎✗✄✛ ✗✠ ✔✏✏✡✎✗✱✏✠✕ ✞✜ 

22) �✁ ✢ ✄✁ ✥✼✆ ✝✞ ✏✒✔✏ ✎☞ well ✰✎✏✒✎☛ ✏✒✠ ✡✔☛✮✠ ✍✑ ✞✜ [certainly an argument in 
favor of your BESM]. 

23)  �✁ ✢ ✄✁ ✬✹✆ ✝✘✒✠ ✫✄✔☛✌✟ ✑✠✠✕✗✔✌✟ ✮✄✍✗✔✄-✓✠✔☛ ✎☞ ☛✠✮✔✏✎✖✠ ✞✜ ✧ ✝✘✒✠ ✮✄✍✗✔✄
mean Planck feedback is [strongl✛✽ ✶✾✸ ☛✠✮✔✏✎✖✠ ✞✜ 

24)  �✁ ✢ ✄ ✬✢✆ ✝✞ ✰✒✎✌✒ ✎☞ ✔☛ ✍✖✠✡✠☞✏✎✓✔✏✎✍☛ ✌✍✓�✔✡✠✕ ✏✍ ✏✒✠ ✠☛☞✠✓✗✄✠ ✓✠✔☛

✖✔✄✱✠✜ ✧ ✝ ✞ ☞✄✎✮✒✏✄✛ ✱☛✕✠✡✠☞✏✎✓✔✏✎☛✮ ✏✒✠ ✠☛☞✠✓✗✄✠ ✓✠✔☛ ✖✔✄✱✠ ✎☛ ✓✔✮☛i-
✏✱✕✠✜✯ ✘✠✌✒☛✎✌✔✄✄✛✻ ✛✍✱✡ ✑✍✡✓✱✄✔✏✎✍☛ ✎☞ ✍✑ ✌✍✱✡☞✠ ✌✍✡✡✠✌✏✻ ✗✱✏ ✝✍✖✠✡✠☞✏✎✓a-
✏✎✍☛✜ ✎☞ ☞✍✓✠✰✒✔✏ ✌✍✱nter-✎☛✏✱✎✏✎✖✠ ✏✍ ☞✱✮✮✠☞✏ ✏✒✔✏ ✎✏ ✎☞ ✎☛ ✑✔✌✏ ✝✄✠☞☞ ☛✠✮a-
✏✎✖✠✜✁ 

25)  p. 8 l. 31: I recommend adding ✏✒✠ ✑✍✄✄✍✰✎☛✮ ✎☛✏✡✍✕✱✌✏✍✡✛ ☞✠☛✏✠☛✌✠✆ ✝✣✎✮✱✡✠

4 shows the latitudinal profiles basic to the global mean feedback values of 
Figure 4, allowing to identify the regions that induce deviations of BESM re-
sults from the CMIP ensemble. In Figure 4a-✗✻ ✏✒✠✡✠ ✎☞ ✞✜ 
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✓☞✕✟✡ ✡✎✎✡✖✑✗ ✠✡✎✂✡✖✑✡✜ ✍✢ ✏ ☛☞✟✞✑✞✘✡ ✝✙ 
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of this statement differ from what has been told on p. 9, l. 2-4 ? [ see also 
general remark No. 8) If not, my recommendation is to discard this sentence. 

35)  ☛� ✁ ✂�✤✭☎ ✆✦✓✡ ✏✂✍✡✜☞ ✎✡✡✜✍✏✖✣ ✘✏✂✕✡✟ ✖☞✛☛✕✑✡✜ ✎☞✠ ✧ESM and other CMIP 
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✍✡✑✑✡✠ ✖✓✏✌✔✡ ✑☞ ✆✲☞✌-✒✡✠☞ ✠✡✟✕✂✑✟ ✛☞✟✑✂✢ ☞✖✖✕✠ ☞✘✡✠ ✝✙✫ You might also 
consider to support this statement by citing evidence from papers that have 
presented corresponding geographical distributions like Chung and Soden 
(2015, their Fig. 9) or Block et al. (2020, their Fig. 2a). Accordingly, respective 
information for the Planck feedback (p. 8 l. 32) is provided by Rieger et al. 
(2017, their Fig. 2). 
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al. (2020) [see point 36] could be a very appropriate reference. 

41)  ☛� ✁ ✂� ✴✤☎ ✆✝ ✏✟ ✑✓✡✢ ✠✡☛☞✠✑✡✜ ✏ ✌✡✏✠✂✢ ✌✡✕✑✠✏✂ ✏✌✜ ☛☞✟✞✑✞✘✡ ✝✙ ✚ ✆✝✗ ✮✓☞

also reported a near-✒✡✠☞ ✑☞ ☛☞✟✞✑✞✘✡ ✝✙ 
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43)  p.✤✥ ✂� ✳☎ ✆ ✝ ✏✟✟✡✟✟ ✑✓✡ analytical ✖✏✕✟✡✟ ✝✙ ✶✑☞ ✜✞✟✑✞✌✔✕✞✟✓ ✎✠☞✛ ✑✓✡ ✛☞✠✡

physical cause addressed in the subsequent paragraph] 

44)  p.10 l. 5: ✆✝ ✏✂✂-minus clear-✟✣✢ ✠✏✜✞✏✑✞☞✌ ✝✙ ✆✝✏✂✂-sky minus clear-sky radi-
✏✑✞✘✡ ✎✂✕✷ ✝✙✫ ✸☞✮✡✘✡✠✗ ✑✓✡ ✛✡✏✌✞✌✔ ☞✎ ✑✓✡ ✟✡✌✑✡✌✖✡ ✞✟ ✓✏✠✜ ✑☞ ✖☞✛☛✠✡✓✡✌✜

anyway; see general comment No. 9. 

45)  p. 10 l. 6: ✆✹✡ ☞✍✟✡✠✘✡ ✑✓✏✑ ✝✙ ✚ ✆✹✡ ✎✞✌✜ ✑✓✏✑✙ 
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