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The manuscript present a reproduction of an important quasi-decadal mechanism that
drives thermohaline oscillations in the Adriatic-Ionian region. I appreciate such a novel
approach using tank experiments, which tries to provide the underlying physics that has
(still) several possible explanations - this research is important to put proper weight on
them (internal forcing vs. wind-stress curl) Therefore, I strongly recommend publication of
the manuscript. Still, some issues should be cleared and corrected (also agreeing with
comments of Anonymous Referee #1):

- Lines 94-106. It might be more appropriate to have this at the beginning of Section 2
(as an introduction, before Section 2.1), as justifying the applied methodology. 

- Fig. 1. It might be good to increase the font of the smallest labels, they can be hardly
read in such a composite figure.

- Section 2.1 or elsewhere. I am wondering how the scaling between the tank simulation
and the real Ionian Sea has been done for (turbulent) diffusion? I see no comments on
that in the text, while I believe that it might be worth to discuss somewhere. Also, please
add and discuss any other limitation or approximation of the tank experiments which are
relevant for the presented experiments.

- Figure 2 caption. Please add the area or the location for which density and MLD is
presented (at the very centre, Cp3 ?)

- Line 377. Densities of 2010 and 2015 kg/m3 (?)



- Fig. 9. There are two (b) marks in the figure - please correct.

- Lines 434-436. Why did you took 2200 m as the borderline between the slope and the
flat central region? Just by looking in the topography 3000 m looks more appropriate for
me (plus moving lower boundary line more to the south). Please justify your choice.

- Line 566. If you have doi, you don't need to provide the direct link to the reference.

- Line 572. Missing "doi:"

- References. Please unify: doi or DOI or https://doi.org/... and add missing doi numbers
for all references (for these which have them).

- References. Please unify: short or full journal names.
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