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AR: We thank referee 2# for the encouraging general comments.  

 

R2#:

 
AR: We’ll add more detailed description of the knowledge and data gaps in the conclusions. 

 

R2#:

 
AR:  

Thank you for pointing this out. We have analyzed the methodological problems in detail in 
an earlier paper (Jauhiainen et al. 2019), and thus did not include much of that discussion in 
this paper. However, while analyzing this comment we realized that we did not really tell this 
to the readers of this paper! We'll both state this at the end of the Introduction, and add 
short notes in the locations pointed out by the Reviewer. However, for some issues, such as 
the anomalies related to high N2O emissions from mixed stands, or high CO2 emission 
values from poor sites based on inventory methods but not flux methods, we have found no 
plausible explanations in the data. In such cases we just acknowledge that. We hope that 
these revisions can be found satisfactory, but will be happy to do further revision if deemed 
useful. 



R2#:

 
AR:  

 Lines 58-60: We'll omit listing of individual countries and instead provide main 
climate zone regions. Assessments of wetland areas in individual countries can be 
found in the provided references. 

 Line 118: We agree that this added detail makes the sentence too complicated and 
decided to omit it. 

 Lines 496-498: We agree that this is complicated text structure. We'll modify the text 
for creating the needed connection in two sentences and a better text flow. Two 
supporting references will be added. 


