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I am satisfied with the responses to the initial review. The paper is much improved. Further comments are below. 
The first sentence in the abstract needs to be re-written. You are referring to one major fire event – the Russian 2010 fires. You are surely not attributing it to ‘the’ source for all aerosols in the atmosphere. 

Third paragraph of the abstract: Include “As with previous studies, we found that the highest aerosol content …”. This is not new. 
P2 L15 ‘the’ Moscow region …
P2 L17 ‘the’ Moderate Resolution …

P2 L25 Sentence needs to be re-written.
P3 L24-25 Following sentence is confusing ‘Moreover, thorough studies …’

P6 L18 Local biases ‘for’ special cases …
P6 L20 AOD values ‘within’ +/-0.05 …

P6 L22 data ‘within’ this range to zero

P6 L26 The rest of this sentence missing:  ‘Although we did not calculate …’ 
P8 L26 According ‘to’ Stohl
P9 L1 ‘To analyze the impact of wildfires on the aerosol loading …’

P9 L22 Add in references to previous papers that showed the connection between high AOD over Moscow and proximity to the wildfires.  You are showing supporting information here.
P9 L24 maximum AOD ‘from Table 1’ (Fig. 4)
The anticyclonic circulation was already well documented by Witte et al.  Include this reference in P9 paragraph 3. 
Figure 4 – Add ‘(refer to Table 1)’
P3 L1-3 I disagree. Based on Fig. 3 alone the wildfires sharply increased. This sharp increase can only explained by the wildfires. 

P19 Paragraph 2. Where are these profiles? It needs to be stated up front – after the first mention – not at the end of the paragraph. Would recommend merging paragraph 3 with paragraph 2.
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