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Abstract: First sentence (lines 15-18). Instead of:

There are accumulating evidences that the greenhouse effect in the Earth's
atmosphere is not a 'free' parameter and anthropogenic global warming (AGW)
estimates based on the classic greenhouse theory and CO2 doubling experiments
(usually conducted by general circulation models) are totally wrong.

| would say something like this:

There are accumulating evidences that the greenhouse effect in the Earth's
atmosphere is not a 'free’ variable and anthropogenic global warming (AGW)
estimates based on the classic greenhouse theory and CO2 doubling experiments
(usually conducted by general circulation models) are in need of serious
reconsideration and improvements.

The Introduction (lines 34-105) is not a proper introduction for the non-expert reader
(it is not understandable even for practicing meteorologists either). Instead, clear
statements should be given on the problem to be solved in the paper. The references
(Lacis, Pierrehumbert, Rosseland, Chandrashekhar) say nothing about the issue. The
optical thickness-language is known only for a very narrow branch of radiative transfer
specialists.

From lines 127, the author goes even further. Lines 127-134 are quite understandable
for say three persons in the world, warranted not being among the readers of IJERPH.

139-277 could be easily abandoned.
The Observed Empirical Facts session could be interesting, if the average reader had
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the faintest idea what he was talking about.

At 395, the 5 Theoretical Interpretations section starts to be very interesting. But it surely de
of the former pages, so they can be hardly abandoned.

The 6 Results and discussion session is again vary informative (lines 674-730).

The wonderful figures from 734 to 791 are again only for specialists, though the next two (Fi
number appears twice, the latter is missing) shows clearly the concept of greenhouse stabili

My conclusion is here that less is more.
| recommend halve its in length and ease its style.
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