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We would like to thank the referee for his review and the valuable comments, below we
reply to each comment separately:

1. technical comments The technical comments will be taken into consideration when
revising the full paper, in addition a native speaker will revise the manuscript again
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2. “Please add an Acknowledgement section at the end of the paper where you include
the "BMBF Férdernummer" and the name of the (sub)project” The acknowledgement NHESSD
will be added in the next version of the paper, we purposefully did not include it in the

first draft, but certainly in the final version.
Interactive

3. “It would be nice to have a structured comparison table where the (found) references comment

are linked to chosen (to be defined) subcategories.” Thank you for your suggestion to
add a comparison table with the literature and subcategories, we would include the
table in the attached file in our revised manuscript, which gives the main references for
our three levels of analysis, separated by the two bodies of literature we assessed.
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Fig. 1.

Reply to Anonymous Referee #2

We would like to thank the referee for his review and the valuable comments, below we reply
to each comment separately:

1

w

technical comments
The technical comments will be taken into consideration when revising the full paper,
in addition a native speaker will revise the manuscript again

. “Please add an Acknowledgement section at the end of the paper where you

include the "BMBF Fordernummer” and the name of the (sub)project”
The acknowledgement will be added in the next version of the paper, we purposefully
did not include it in the first draft, but certainly in the final version.

. “It would be nice to have a structured comparison table where the (found)

references are linked to chosen (to be defined) subcategories.”

Thank you for your suggestion to add a comparison table with the literature and
subcategories, we would include the table below in our revised manuscript, which
gives the main references for our three levels of analysis, separated by the two
bodies of literature we assessed:
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