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This treatise presents the results of a Herculean research effort. The idea and the
effort are admirable. The implementation of the idea is impressive. I am not convinced
that the multiple a priori assumptions made during the retrieval don’t have a signifi-
cant effect on the retrieval result, but an effort like this one is necessary to either verify
that this approach can work or to dismiss it as too idealistic and subject to too much
human selectivity. I recommend the publication of the paper essentially as is. How-
ever, I would like the authors to at least comment on the feasibility of applying their
methodology to two datasets which provide unique information not available with other
space instruments but have their unique limitations. I refer to the CALIPSO lidar, which
provides unique height information, and APS, which will provide unique microphysical
information [1, 2]. Both instruments are limited to a pixel-wide cross-track swath often
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referred to as gale-bar coverage, unlike the less capable passive imagers like MODIS
and MISR. What is more important to the retrieval strategy proposed in this manuscript:
precise height and microphysical information or less detailed and accurate information
available over a significant cross-track swath?

Another, less scientific, suggestion is to break the text into much shorter paragraphs.
Some of the paragraphs in the current manuscript are two-page long.
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