Reviewer B:

I'm afraid that | cannot review this paper as it is not written in an
acceptable academic style. The authors fail to cite relevant literature

e.g. Pilcher et al. 1984 and indeed seem to suggest that a single aberrant
ring pattern can be used to overturn the mass of data illustrated in Nature
312, 150-152.
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Petra2
Sticky Note
If the citation of this paper is an issue, we would be glad to add it to our reference list! We did not use it as it gives a too negative picture of the overall situation regarding the overlappings (see figure 2). When Mike Baillie wrote his book 10 years later, much more material had emerged which filled at least some of the gaps, so we used this book as the main reference instead.

Reviewer B also seems to miss our dendrochronological point completely. We actually do not overturn anything of what is done within the large chronology blocks, on the contrary we fully agree with Mike Baillie's interpretation! We point at one (very!) weak linkage, that at 950 BC in the Irish oak chronology, and figure 2 in the Nature-paper reveals painfully that there is nothing but Swan Carr (four stems deep over the gap, from a completely different region) which links the recent three millennia back to the prehistoric past with a shaky t-value of 4.9. 


