
Suggestions from Report #1 
 
Thanks the authors for carefully addressing my concern, while a minor suggestion is to add revised 
text with line number in the clean version of revised manuscript in the file for response to reviewers 
to make it easier to follow. 
 
Thank you for reviewing the revised manuscripts and for your helpful suggestion on the logistics. We 
will include line numbers for revised text in both the marked-up and the clean versions of the 
manuscripts in our future submissions to make the changes easier to follow. 
 
 
Suggestions from Report #2 
 
Thank you to the authors for nicely responding to my comments. 
I have one more comment / suggestion. I think in your conclusion / discussion section you want to 
discuss why your findings or conclusions are diAerent from previous papers such as Kok (2011) and 
Malinovskaya et al. (2021). E.g., Kok suggested that dust PSD is wind-invariant and Malinovskaya 
suggested that frontal uphill winds promotes more fine particles instead of coarse particle. You 
touched upon this in line 74 and 467, but it will still be nice to make a summary and place / 
contextualize your article in a position within this body of literature about dust PSD. A few 
sentences / short paragraph recapping how and why your findings are diAerent from these previous 
contentions / findings, and what should people do next to move forward (unify these diAerent 
theories?) will contextualize your paper well. 
 
Thank you for going through the changes and for the suggestions on better contextualizing our work. 
We have revised the conclusion section to include comparisons of our results with findings from 
previous studies, as well as discussion on the possible explanations, supported by relevant 
literature. Please see the discussion on correlations between wind speed and coarse fraction at 
lines 551-559 in the marked-up manuscript or lines 548-556 in the clean version, and the 
discussion on the correlation between slopes and coarse fraction at lines 559-566 in the marked-
up version or lines 556-563 in the clean version.  
Furthermore, we updated the border impacts of this work and expanded our suggestions for future 
work at lines 578-585 in the marked-up manuscript or lines 573-580 in the clean version.   
 
 
 


