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The authors are clearly writing in English as a second language, and should perhaps
consult a copy-editor for help with the ms. It was, quite honestly, hard for me to get
past the poor grammar and sentence structure to see the scientific merit of the ms. It
may be there, but I think a full revision, and a new submission, is potentially warranted.

1) Scientific Significance Does the manuscript represent a substantial contribution to
scientific progress within the scope of this journal (substantial new concepts, ideas,
methods, or data)?

Fair to Good: Hard to evaluate due to English language and grammar issues. The MS
should be recast with the help of a copy-editor and re-submitted.

C8892

http://www.biogeosciences-discuss.net
http://www.biogeosciences-discuss.net/12/C8892/2016/bgd-12-C8892-2016-print.pdf
http://www.biogeosciences-discuss.net/12/18185/2015/bgd-12-18185-2015-discussion.html
http://www.biogeosciences-discuss.net/12/18185/2015/bgd-12-18185-2015.pdf
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/


BGD
12, C8892–C8893, 2016

Interactive
Comment

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

Discussion Paper

2) Scientific Quality Are the scientific approach and applied methods valid? Are the
results discussed in an appropriate and balanced way (consideration of related work,
including appropriate references)?

Fair to Good: Hard to evaluate due to English language and grammar issues. The MS
should be recast with the help of a copy-editor and re-submitted.

3) Presentation Quality Are the scientific results and conclusions presented in a clear,
concise, and well structured way (number and quality of figures/tables, appropriate use
of English language)?

Fair to Good: Hard to evaluate due to English language and grammar issues. The MS
should be recast with the help of a copy-editor and re-submitted.
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