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General remark: The paper contains a huge amount of aerosol information from air-
borne, lidar and satellite observations, and is approriate for ACPD after minor revisions.
But it is rather lengthy. The style is often like (sorry. . .!) a boring technical report.

A paper should summarize (and in this way condense) the essential findings of a sci-
entific work or project. The opposite is the case here, is my feeling.

A few detailed remarks:

Too many tables are presented. Table 1 a,b,c is a typical example for technical report
tables (which certainly make sense to have them for internal project workshops). But

C2199

in a paper? Why do you not show just a map with the locations of observational sites?
Table 2 is a technical report table, too. Table 3, the same. Table 4 may contain some
interesting comparison, but that should then be shown in a plot, at the moment this is
again a lengthy technical report table, and so on. . . with tables 5 and 6.

The figures must be improved regarding the axis information. Numbers and axis text
are too small, must be significantly be enlarged. Figs.3-6 present excellent results, by
the way!

In conclusion, the paper is certainly of high quality, the author list clearly indicates that
high-level scientific work is presented. But the style of presentation does not ‘suit my
taste’ . . ..
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