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Dear Cecile Gautheron,

thank you very much for your work. In the following we will outline every change made,
based on the comments of your review and where appropriate provide suitable rebuttals.
The line numbers we note in our attached responses refer to the revised version of our
manuscript, now attached. Changes according to this review are marked in light blue.
Changes based on the first review are marked in green.

Kind regards,
Benedikt Ritter

University of Cologne - Institute of Geology

Dear Ritter and co-authors,

Thank you for the corrected version which answers the different reviews. The text and
figures are clearer and more informative; however, some small adjustment can be made.
Additional details on Figures will increase the understanding on the procedure and
results. Also, some small typo problems are still present in this version (see below).

Some explanations on Fig 3, 4 and 5 are still missing and link to the text is some time very
poor, so please add more details on them:

-Fig 3 that is not described properly and links with Fig 1 are not made enough.




Please describe what is M1, M2, ... M5.

Are the number next to the valve the valve number? If yes, please add this information to

- Fig 4: please add a space between calibration and gas 9_

[ am not sure to understand the sentence of line 330-332 “the second measurement
period...” How does the fact that you had a period where you developed the other noble
gases change the neon data? Please add more justification and explanation with the
different dataset. Please define when was the first and second measurement period? You
did not explain, why some value present larger error bars than other. Please be more
specific.




- Fig. 5: neon isotopic ratio. 2>

Please explain better what the initial heating steps are? you mean the first 1 to 3 steps
(green dots) and the steps 4 to 5 (grey rectangles) are the subsequent steps. Be more
specific on how the distinction is done?

Small other typo problems:

Please unify the writing of the neon isotopic ratio in the text (21Ne/22Ne and not
21/22Ne), figures and table (use 21Ne/20Ne and not 21/20 etc) as the different notations

are used. > corrected throughout the manuscript, figures and table

Line 280: please change 5¥10-9 by 5x10-9=>corrected
Same comment in line 339, 340, 341, 366, 369 B corrected

Line 241 put the 6 of 10”6 in index

Ad GCN also in fig 3 and 4 -
Table 1: please explain what is 21Ne* (the asterix is referring to what?) _

In the acknowledgement, you can thank the reviewers

References: please add the DOI number to all references (when possible). Be careful with
the writing of isotopes and molecule to put the associated symbol or number in index .



