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The idea of an open soil structure library based on X-ray CT data is great. The authors
have an extensive expertise in the subject. The manuscript is well organized. The case
study is relevant. There are two aspects where I can see an improvment of the present
manuscript. First, even if the authors have been working with this subject for many years,
they are not the first and not the only ones. I suggest to reduce the selfcitation to the
absolute necessary (). For example, L18, L24 (can't find Schliter et al., 2019 in the
reference list by the way), L26, and L45, paperspublished by others than the authors
should be cited for these topics, and it doesn't matter if these manuscripts are older.
Second, as mentioned by the authors, segmentation is crucial for the resulting binary
image of the soil structure. Other sensitive procedures are image acquisition (type and
setting of the scanner) and filtering (physical and numerical). I suggest to request
metadata concerning the acquisition, the filtering, and the segmentation for each
uploaded dataset in the way as soil and site properties.
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