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Dear authors

The discussion time of your paper is now closed. Both reviews are positive but they
request some additional work to make your paper more valuable. You have now to
reply to the comments of both reviewers and to propose a new version which will be
considered for publication in Climate of the Past. I understand that the comments are
not always easy to be taken into account, but whatever is your position, you have to
explain clearly what you will change to the paper or the arguments you have in refuting
some of them. An important point raised by both reviewers is to clarify the structure of
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the paper.

With my best regards

Joel Guiot

Interactive comment on Clim. Past Discuss., 9, 4065, 2013.
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