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Fig 1 and Fig 2 were removed from the paper as you suggest. You suggest some
refereences, we have added it to our paper. You have also mentioned about There is
no attepmt to solve solar, magnetic and earthquake effect. We would like to analyze
as statistical and we think that we are succesfull on this stage. We dont want to show
anomalies like only caused by earthquake like other wrong papers. Äřt will be not
convenient for us. The other thing is that we dont need to show Ionolab method is
better than GIM-TEC models. Äřt is not our subject. We only discuss that there is an
anomaly or not before during and after the earthquake using two different models. We
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also believed that we explained detaily results in conclusion

Interactive comment on Ann. Geophys. Discuss., https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-2018-11,
2018.
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