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The reviewer comments on this paper were generally not favoring acceptance of the
paper for ACP. Reviewer #3 was clearly suggesting rejection, reviewer #2 was also
very critical but encouraged major revisions, as the data set itself warrants publica-
tion. Reviewer #1 was somewhat more positive, suggesting that the paper should be
publishable if several issues can be solved.

In their responses, the authors say that they have addressed all the reviewer comments
and suggest that they have done major revisions to the paper. Given the substantial
amount of work the authors have put into the responses to the reviewers, I am willing to
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send a revised version of the paper to the reviewers again. However, the authors should
be aware that it is quite possible that I will not be able to accept even an improved
version of the paper for ACP. Presumably, very substantial improvements of the paper
will be required to convince the reviewers and me that this paper can be accepted for
ACP. This also includes improvements of the use of the English language. The authors
should submit a revised version of the paper only if they really believe that they can
meet these requirements.
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