
moved to the following sentence

"e!ort" was used, as suggested by another rev.





see section 3

"detail" was preferred, as 
suggested by another rev.

No, results. Because the positioning results were more and more accurate, a 
few cm level antenna instability could no longer be neglected nor accepted.

"including" sounds strange considering the 
beginning of the sentence. See modified wording.

see new 
wording



No, we first analyse the strengths and weaknesses, then we present 
the planned evolution. The 5 other reviewers were fine with "after".

"through" was preferred, as 
suggested by another rev.

Sentence was modified, but information was retained

This was clear for all other revs.

No, past tense OK for other revs.



"at that time" (no s)
according to Robert & 
Collins + other revs.

No, "at that time" applies to "guyed tower or 
wall side mount", not to "on a structure"

see new wording

see added comment

This was OK for all other revs.

No, this happened later. Info about the 
chronology of events was added.

several reviewers, several wordings ;-)

"malfunctioning" was suggested by another rev.



Not surprising: there is not much to say, and such a 
di!erence renders well the actual sequence of events: 
dispatch, installation and survey were a breeze 
compared with the negotiation stage and its associate 
administrative hassle. 

This explains why a station can 
be named as a very distant city."
Other revs. OK.

No, the name was not replaced. 
A new station was installed.

Here is the explanation about the 
di!erence between "site" and "point", 
that was requested in section 1.

d



Yes, this is 
clearly stated

Might be considered after publication."
But this file must be in the ESM (this is 
why ESMs are made for), as one of the 
reviewers found it "a very useful table"

The rule was bent twice, hence the use of "moreover".



see new wording (compromise between several revs.)

"to go on" = "to continue", which is what I meant



see new sentence, taking into 
account another rev's comments



Compromise between various remarks from other revs.

No, "the antenna was moved" might let 
the reader think that this was intentional

no, "accuracy" (see section 1)

Modified following another rev's suggestion



No, model

No, not only in 95 but 
over several years

OK, changed to "_very_ 
large scale"see new wording

changed according to other 
revs' suggestions



No, the "renovation" is dealt with later.!
This change also applies to new stations.

Why use letters here and keep 
"10 to 15 m" above?

see new wording

in full

One (more) table would not be very useful, as the most significant 
differences between various models are not weight or size, but a 
difference in operation and functionnalities that is better dealt 
with in sentences than in a table



compromise between revs.





adjectives that qualify 
the noun "shift"

"vertical position" may let the reader think 
that the antenna height can be adjusted



see general remark below about "too much detail"

This is related with the _horizontal_ movements 
which are mentionned. A homogeneous 
expansion would have less influence on the 
antenna ref pt position.



Yes it might, but I found it useful to 
detail all the precautions that we take



No, this is the only place where such a summary is given



This is the only place in the paper where the IDS 
experiments are addressed.!
I suspect that the proposing groups would no be 
very happy to see them only briefly mentionned



Sorry, but one other revs has asked that information be _added_ here





General answer about "too much detail".!
I agree that the paper is much longer and verbose than those 
usually found in the JoG. But please note that:!
1. This will be a "special" paper in a "special issue" of the Journal. It 
is obviously not a scientific paper, but is intended to be a support 
paper for other ones in the same issue, by describing in detail one 
of the system's components. Some readers will find it too long, but 
they may pick out whatever sections they are interested in.!
2. One of the other revs commented: "Although the paper is 
somewhat lengthy, none of the information seems to be 
superfluous".!
Therefore I have tried to somewhat compact a few sections 
according to other revs' suggestions, removed a couple of pictures, 
but will maintain most of the information.







out of the scope of this paper



out of the scope of this paper, see other 
papers dealing with orbit determination











No, the ESM is intended 
for such purpose



No, the ESM is intended 
for such purpose


