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We thank Dr. Patra for the constructive viewpoint. The paper is ultimately a
methodological proof-of-concept, but this comment showed us that it may be too technical
and the reader could lose the main point that we can use satellite XCO2 to directly detect
regional CO2 fluxes. We agree we can revise the wording to clarify the caveats of the work
and improve its readability. We can do this by using the supplemental information to
expand on more detailed tests and/or reducing our technical descriptions of each
component of our analysis. Additionally, the CarbonTracker experiment was effectively an
OSSE to see how much land signal can be extracted from the mass balance approach. We
will clarify this as well as think more about the comment on LPJ reproducing what we see
with the OSSE.


http://www.tcpdf.org

