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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Very few minor English mistakes have escaped the authors’ vigilance.  
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
The present short, original study of applied geomorphology or, more precisely, glaciology, 
is based not only on modern methods of monitoring glacier debris size, justifiably correlated 
with some in-situ measurements, but also on very objective presentation of facts and 
explanation of underlying factors or influences, so that it concisely and clearly shows how 
debris thickness affects melting rates of ice, on one side, and to what extent ablation 
processes can be estimated by using satellite imagery. The applied value of this mini-
experimental study gets even greater if interpreted in the context of ongoing climate 
change.   
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