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Question 1: Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).

The chargeis clearly described. Most of the aspects of the charge are fully addressed. It seems that a consistent challenge for most chapterswasin
addressing adequately the charges contained on lines 132 and 134 (the end-to-end issues; see below).

Question 2 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).

Generaly, the chapters are sound, but their quality is uneven. This may be due, in part, to differencesin authors' relevant expertise, but part may
also be due to their interpretations of the charge. The chapter on PECAD was perhaps the weakest. It was descriptive of the system, but didn't
provide much insight into the issues -- technical or institutional -- that must be addressed in an "end-to-end" DSS (see line 2057 for a useful
definition). The chapters on CMAQ and RiverWare were the most analytical and helpful, addressing many of the "end-to-end" challenges, both
technical and institutional.

Question 3 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).

This doesn't apply to most chapters.

Question 4 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).

Policy issues were outside the charge.

Question 5 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).

Thetitle is appropriate. The report's exposition and organization is effective.

Question 6 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).

Thereport isfair. It isdevoid of special pleading, but the chapters on PECAD and HOMER were |less analytical than the othersin describing their
respective systems.

Question 7 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).

The executive summary is concise and accurate.

Question 8 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).



The appendices are relevant to the charge.

Question 9 : Please distinguish issues you consider to be of general/major concern(s) from other, less significant point(s).

The report might have benefited from a summary: what were the differences and similarities that were found among DSSs, their use of NASA
products, and their relationship to climate change issues? Are there any big lessons that we might take away? | think thisis a significant item.




