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Dear Authors,

| think the replies of answer 1 to 5 are sufficient, but further comment is needed for
answer 6.

As is shown in figure 14, the stability analysis shows that existed sliding block (case A)
and automatically searched sliding block (case B) are different.

There is no logical necessity that the sliding block with the smallest Fs is most likely to
collapse.

There is a logical gap to assume the scale of landslide would be smaller if there was
no existing slide plane.
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The authors should note that it may collapse at any block whose Fs is smaller than 1.0.
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