	COMMENTS FROM PEER REVIEWERS
	AUTHOR'S RESPONSE

	Comment

Number


	Reviewer

ID


	Chapter
	Page
	Line
	Comment Text
	Acknowledged,

but no further

reponse or revisions

are required


	Revisions have

been incorporated

as suggested in the

comment


	Agree, but see

"Notes on

Response"


	Agree, but

elaboration is

precluded by length

limitations


	Disagree; see

"Notes on

Response"


	Beyond scope of

report/chapter


	Notes on Response

	ES-1
	01
	ExSum
	
	
	The executive summary is vague and not useful for this purpose either.
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	We have tried to make the ES more specific and useful. 

	ES-2
	 01
	ExSum
	   4
	55-62
	Of great importance is understanding what observations are required to enable and advance decision support systems; in  this regard it is critical for people using decision support systems to specify types of observations, and the frequency and quality required in sensing systems to enable science-quality observations for management support. In other words, it is important also to highlight the need for customer input and feedback.


	
	x
	
	
	
	
	We have asked lead authors to highlight this need in their chapters. 

	ES-3
	 01
	ExSum
	 7
	129-138 
	While the text provides good general information, the reader is often not given a full sense improvements gained by incorporating the NASA or other Earth observation data. 


	
	
	
	
	
	x
	The SAP does not call for quantitative benchmarking of improvements enabled by earth observations. Rather, the SAP requires us to focus on responding to the specific set of  questions given in section 1.3 “Questions to be Addressed.” 

	ES-4
	01
	ExSum
	
	
	The executive summary is rather vague, yet still long. 

Specifically the executive summary does not go into any depth on whether or how well the requirements of the SAP 5.1 Prospectus were addressed. 

It is vague and lacks in quantitative assessment of the impacts of uncertainty and climate change. 


	
	x
	
	
	
	x
	We have revised the Exec Sum in light of this and other reviewers’ comments to be more specific. As for “quantitative assessment,” this is outside the scope of the SAP. 

	ES-05
	11
	
	
	
	I do think, however, that the Executive Summary and Introduction need to be redrafted to indicate that this report is intended to illustrate how DSTs can help in adaptation to climate change. 


	
	x
	
	
	
	
	We have revised the Exec Sum to make explicit the point that none of the DSTs we initially considered, nor those we eventually selected for the case studies in this report, has to date made extensive use of climate-change information nor been applied to study of effects of a changing climate. Our study of DDSPL in the public health chapter is an exception. However, in all of the case studies, the owners and operators of theDSTs acknowledge that their DSTs can be used for these purposes in the future.

	ES-06
	14
	ExSum
	9
	151-153
	The authors report that the information collected for this product is based on published literature and interviews. 

Therefore, it is difficult to say that the conclusions and recommendations are adequately supported by evidence, analysis, and argument. 

Background:( Question 2 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s). 

)
	
	
	
	
	x
	
	The SAP Prospectus directs us to use these sources. See page 2 of the SAP Prospectus.

	ES-07
	04
	ExSum
	
	162-164
	CMAQ is claimed to be the most widely used regional scale decision support tool, but no evidence or reference is given for this claim.  

Other models such as CAMx may well be used as much or more.  The report shouldn’t make claims that are not backed up.


	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	ES-08
	04
	ExSum
	
	519-521
	CMAQ is claimed to be the most widely used regional scale decision support tool, but no evidence or reference is given for this claim.  

Other models such as CAMx may well be used as much or more.  The report shouldn’t make claims that are not backed up.
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	ES-9
	04
	ExSum
	
	258-261
	CMAQ was not really designed to “evaluate longer-term pollutant climatologies…”.  

See Glossary of Meteorology: climatology—The description and scientific study of climate. Descriptive climatology deals with the observed geographic or temporal distribution of meteorological observations over a specified period of time. Scientific climatology addresses the nature and controls of the earth's climate and the causes of climate variability and change on all timescales. 
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	ES-10
	04
	ExSum
	
	270
	“Aircraft” would be better than “airplanes” to be more inclusive and consistent with later usage.
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	ES-11
	04
	ExSum
	
	272-280
	Lines 1026-1036:  This list is similar to but not the same as the one in the Executive Summary lines 272-280. 

 It seems to me that they should be consistent.  The list in the ES is written for the casual non-technical reader.  

Maybe the list on lines 1026-1036 could be redrafted to be  consistent with the ES, yet still contain the technical terms.
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	ES-12 (Ref G-08)
	01
	General and ExSum
	6
	
	It is unclear from reading the first few pages of the Executive summary and of the actual document body whether this document is intended to represent the multiagency strategy of the CCSP, or whether it is intended to be NASA's contribution to the CSSP. 

One eventually comes to understand that this is NASA's contribution. It is unfortunate that the view and expectations of other agencies engaged in CCSP were not included. 
	
	
	
	
	x
	
	We respectfully disagree with this reviewer. “NASA” is not the only agency, nor the focal point, of our study. NASA is the agency leading the completion of this SAP, in conjunction with a number of other agencis.  All of the DSTs we study are owned and operated by other agencies. The policy-relevant decisions supported by these DSTs pertain to statutory and other requirements of other agencies, not NASA.  


