Dear Editor, Dear Referees,

We are delighted and proud to receive the information that our revised manuscript has
been accepted. Thank you once again for your valuable time put into this!

In the following, we provide our comments on the editor’s technical corrections, with the
editor comments in bold and our responses in italic. We note that we also updated the link
to the data repository in L. 467.

All the best,

Jonathan Fipper

Technical Issues:

-L.21%(a=0.01)": It seems to me that this part is related to L. 205 ~ 208. If so, it must
be “(p <0.01).” Please check.

Adapted accordingly.

-L.140 & L. 144: Figure 3b is referred to before Fig. 2. Please number figures in the
order in which they are mentioned in the manuscript.

The figure references are deleted in L. 140 and L. 144 to keep the order consistent.
- L. 174: fig. 2b -> Fig. 2b

Adapted accordingly.

- L. 245: fig. 5b -> Fig. 5b

Adapted accordingly.

- L. 320: fig. 2a -> Fig. 2a

Adapted accordingly.

- It seems to me that Fig. S1 is not referenced in the running text. Please check this
point again.

We included the reference to Fig. S1in L. 140 - L. 143 as:

“Although defining this threshold involves a degree of arbitrariness, a sensitivity test using a
lower limit of 200 m (instead of 100 m) yielded remarkably similar temperature structures
(Fig. S1in the supplement), synoptic patterns and cluster occurrences (Fig. S2 in the
supplement), supporting the robustness of our results with respect to this choice.”



