Reply to Reviewer 3

Line Comment Answer
We understand that due to the size of the table and
amount of information provided in it, it might have
been to cluttered and thus confusing. We have
| strongly recommend to omitted ’Fhe last f:olumn “Scope/EPD type” sin(?e this
322 reorganize table number 6. information can in fact be deducted from the life
cycle stages that each EPD covered (as marked on
the same table). We have also adjusted the width of
the first column in the hopes that the table is now
clearer.
iFr:g:r:isfizgua:edaizai: \erf:mplled We have incorporated this comment and compiled
233 Figures 2 and 6, now all graphics are grouped

decrease the readability of the
article.

together in Figure 2.




