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Dear authors,

The discussion phase of your paper ended with three reviews and one short comment.
All agree that the paper is worth being published. However, some suggestions are
made and some concerns are raised. Ref#1 suggests using factor separation tech-
nique to further analyse the simulation. I understand that this suggestion may be in-
cluded in another paper. Ref#2 invites you to further analyse the comparison between
model and data. Concerns of ref#3 are stronger. They are related to the experimental
design, in particular the choice of the model (slab ocean or OGCM). This is indeed
a serious issue that needs a detailed answer. These are only some of the referees
comments. However, I invite you to answer in detail all the comments raised (gen-
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eral, specific, technical, minor) and to prepare a revised manuscript taking them into
account. The referees will assess the revised manuscript.

Interactive comment on Clim. Past Discuss., 9, 3769, 2013.
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