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1. This study follows Liu and Liang’s method but defines the atmospheric boundary
layer in a completely different way. The authors need to verify that the residual layer is
the atmospheric boundary layer, and may change the title to avoid misunderstanding.

2. OK, let’s assume that RS defines the inversion layer top as the boundary layer height
(I am not familiar with "inversion layer"). In this study, the residual layer height at 0200
completely differs from the inversion layer height at 0200, but is highly correlated with
the inversion layer height at 2000. I think the authors shouldn’t interpret such good
result as a "coincidence".

Moreover, the inversion layer top at 2000 considerably differs from the top of mixing
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layer in the daytime. In Liu and Liang. (2010), the inversion layer tops at 2000 are
∼500m at all land sites.

This would be my final comment for this paper.
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