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Dear Dr Lague,

thank you for your comments and for those of the reviewers’. The latter have all been
responded to, and new figures and captions have been appended to the first reviewer’s
reply and should be visible to all. (I forgot to add the new table, and so | add it here.)

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version
The reviewers’ comments were very helpful and with extrmely few exceptions, we have
modified and | hope improved the manuscript. Interactive Discussion

Of particular importance to both your and the reviewers’ comments, we have made the
statistical analysis far more rigorous, including treatment of the uncertainties involved
in estimating model parameters. Neither the results nor the interpretations change, @O
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although we do present a more balanced view of the interpretations, specifically by
acknowledging that the apparent large-landslide deficit may be related to the lack of
relatively large, steep slopes. A new figure 6 helps to illustrate this discussion.

We are unable to provide a more refined temporal analysis as there are no age data
available. All we can say at this stage is that the landslides are in all probability post-
LGM.

We fully realise and | think make it very clear that the interpretations hang on the
limitations of the dataset, but we hope that these provide some thought-provoking ideas
for other investigators, and that eventually our ideas may be tested by others and better
data sets.

Many thanks
Martin Hurst, Mike Ellis, and all authors
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Dataset No. Landsiid
HUI 8453 1712001
Superficial 2497 1824003
Mudstone 2330 1692002
Interbedded 1986 1712002
Clastic 1188 1672003

bonate 268 158008
1532005
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Fig. 1. This is table 1.
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