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Thank you for your quick response. I think if you clearly state (in the paper) the pur-
poses that you have outlined in this initial response, the paper will be greatly improved
and the reader will have an easier time of discerning the most important points of the
paper. For example, if there were a sentence at the end of section one that read
(something like): The central purposes of this study are to: (1) . . .

If I understand correctly, you have identified several purposes of the paper, all of which
I find to be valid, among them:

(a) The modeling of a large complex glacier system in Spitsbergen and its response to
future climate change, which is of interest to those seeking to understand future sea
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level rise from glacier melting.

(b) The development of a simple model to simulate a relatively complex system that
could also potentially be used to model other complex glacier systems.

I don’t disagree with your other points, and I think if the text is clarified to explain these
arguments (e.g. what assumptions do go into deriving this mean ice thickness; why
minimal model results are more reproducible than those for a more complex model in
the absence of well-constrained observations) and those I outline in my initial review,
then the average reader will be able to understand and reproduce your results more
easily.
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