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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Congratulations to the authors on a very good paper on this relatively new topic.  I think this paper 

is for the most part all written, with good information. There are certainly limitations to the database 

data for example, but this is addressed in the manuscript.   One main problem I had was that this is 

really several different studies combined into one paper. I found it difficult to follow. Perhaps 

because the methods were each listed, and then the results. I found myself losing track of which 

study was done with which methods. I'm not sure the main editors would prefer this another way 

though: either as separate papers, or by separating each component of the study. Meaning to put the 

methods and then the results of each sub-component before proceeding to the next one. Maybe that 

seems a little strange going back from results to methods, but I think it might be easier for the reader 

to keep track. 
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