
Why introduce this acronym which 
is not used further in the text?





See your remark on page 8



One is OK, not the other one?!
As other reviewers are happy 
without a dash, I left it as is

??

See modified wording

??OK

OK



No publication on this 
topic AFAIK

"to succeed", as suggested by 
another reviewer, was preferred



No, all other rev. happy 
with this wording.

Useless acronym





??

On page 3 you asked me to 
replace "twenty" with "20".!
Please be consistent...

Is omitting the dash 
really a mistake?

No other reviewer has 
corrected this, and 
see section 7.3





See added text

See added text

See added text



See section 5.1



Not that I know of, and doesn't 
matter anyway as what is important 
is the global power demand





Is is really important to 
specify the code here?



??



No precise specs, rather a 
subjective estimation.

I found it "too much detail" to 
specify that the assembly 
holes didn't match quite well, 
that the galvanisation had left 
some burrs, etc.



As at least one rev. has complained about the paper 
being too detailed, I won't add such extra detail.

I don't think the code is necessary here, as 
I'm dealing with the beacon, not the antenna

No missing dash here ;-) ?OK, here is the reply to my question following 
your remark in section 4: a missing dash is not 
really a mistake in this case



Not necessary here IMHO

??



No, "in 2005" might be e.g. in July 2005. 
"one year later" is more accurate.

It makes sense to have two distinct sub-sections.

9.1 deals with the general operation principle, 
9.2 with the results.





"spurious" is a noun in this context (signal analysis)

Unfortunately it can not

Codes would be irrelevant here, as interference 
are a characteristic of the site, not specific to a 
DORIS occupation



Why remove "the" in "the current network status, 
and leave it in "the current network configuration?!
Sorry, but such corrections are kinda puzzling for 
a non-native English speaker like me.

Codes are not important 
here, the "master beacon" 
status is independant from 
the DORIS point.

Of course I could provide such a list, but I'm afraid 
it would be "too much detail" and not really usefull.



Isn't the URL su"cient? One of the rev. has complained 
about too much ESM and asked for URLs instead.









Sorry, I don't understand the question.



Not o"cially "published", but provided 
to CNES. Wording has been changed.





I'm dealing here with _site_ replacements, not with new points 
within a site, so the codes have little importance (and there may 
be more than one code for some sites).!
The reader can refer to the ESM for a detailed list of occupations.

Same remark



Codes are not useful here



This applies to _all_ DORIS stations.!
To avoid confusion, a few words were added, 
and the sentence split in two.

??



I can't read this word











Not available







Removed

This is the first (and maybe the last) very detailed 
description of the DORIS network history and design. 
Showing the variety of layouts is part of this description.

I'd rather have all figures in the printed version, so that they 
are available to all readers. Moreover the paper will look much 
nicer, and it will be worth the extra cost for color ;-)



Yes. Fig. 3 shows the first gen 
beacon, so it makes sense to 
show other models which are 
described in the text.



Removed



Fig. 17 shows the antenna tilt dealt with in the text.!
Fig. 19 is the only close view of the new standard 
setup on a concrete pillar.!
Fig. 18 and 23 are the only pictures of the current 
two state-of-the-art antenna support designs.





No: the objective here is not 
to show a close view of an 
antenna (there are quite a 
few of them;-) but to show 
that an antenna which looks 
like _randomly located_ on a 
roof, is not.

Yes, in the same way as 
pictures of the fist and 
second gen equipment





As this figure explains the maintenance 
principle, it makes sense to put it at the 
beginning of the maintenance section





I found it interesting to illustrate how the 
DORIS antennas are surveyed, using a GPS. 
Other reviewers seem to agree.
















