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Dear Authors,

Thanks for an interesting paper that contains a lot of important results. The paper is in
general well formulated; however, the structure needs some further work.

The description of the scope and objectives of the paper is too limited. There is an
extensive description of methods used but not why they are used. The novelty of the used
approach could be further elaborated.

The result section contains about 15 pages. There are many interesting results but I partly
miss the connection between scope and what research questions that are addressed and
conclusion. I think it would be suitable for the authors to consider if this paper could be
separated into two papers. Perhaps one with the focus of the flow modelling at this site
and one on the surface pressure? Or at least connect the scope, results and conclusion
more clearly. Perhaps separating the discussion from the results and have a separate
section on discussion could improve readability. 

Besides the structure of the paper, I think the results are very interesting and the quality
of the technical setup is clearly high. 

An update on the structure, further discussion on novelty and more clear connection
between scope, results, discussion and conclusion will result in a very interesting paper, or
two. 



Something went wrong in the layout of fig 4. The figures in general could benefit from a
check of font size etc.
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