Reviewer #2

2 August, 2010

Dear Ken-
 

I enjoyed reading the manuscript, and found it technically complete and fascinating.  It was a pleasure to read something this well put together and lacking in typos and grammatical errors.  There were just a couple of minor (very minor) points I noted:
 

1.  In section 2.2, it is stated that "The ROV performed...".  Given the preponderance of AUVs out there that do things independently (sometimes TOO independently), I would prefer something along the lines of "The ROV was used to perform....."
 

2.  In section 2.4.1, there is a reference to the "cod-end".  This is unfamiliar terminology to me, but that may just be my lacking in the science end of the field.
 

3.  In section 3.0 (in the last paragraph), there is a reference to four smaller icebergs being explored, while 5 are listed in the table.  I see that one of them (IA-2) was an aborted dive, but that might also bear mentioning in the write-up.  As an engineer, I find the descriptions of the difficulties is often more interesting than the totally smooth operations.  (As long as they're not my difficulties, right  : -) )
 

All in all, a very interesting paper, and I look forward to seeing more of this work.  Please let me know if you need any further information.
 

