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We thank H.-G. Scherneck for his short comments that aided in clarifying aspects of
the manuscript. Here we reply to two of the short comments while our reply to the first
comment by H.-G. Scherneck has been published before. We further wish to acknowl-
edge offline discussions with H.-G. Scherneck regarding the 2007 and 2010 process-
ing of the Bifrost data (Lidberg et al., 2007, 2010), both of which H.-G. Scherneck is a
co-author.
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1 Reply to short comment published 2014-01-12

In the revised manuscript we are now using the Lidberg et al. (2010) processing of the
Bifrost data.

Regarding the horizontal component we agree with H.-G. Scherneck as well as the
studies by Milne et al. (2001, 2004) that these contain information than will help to dis-
entangle the model parameters for mantle viscosity and lithospheric thickness. How-
ever, we do not use the horizontal component as it has been found that the methodol-
ogy we use (the Wu (2004) implementation of the flat earth approximation) may result
in to large horizontal displacements (Schotman et al., 2008), although inclusion of ma-
terial compressibility (as also done in our study) were found to improve the quality of
the predictions. Since we have not yet tested our implementation in this respect we
can only assume that the results found by Schotman et al. (2008) also applies to our
implementation and therefore we will not use the horizontal displacements. This is al-
ready touched upon in the description of our earth model and in the revised version of
the manuscript we have made this even more explicit.

2 Reply to short comment published 2014-01-22

We agree with the reviewer P. Whitehouse that our comparison of predicted uplift rates
to RSL data is not the correct thing to do. We have therefore removed this comparison
from the manuscript. Note however that we still present and compare uplift curves at
the Ångerman river and further have added two more sites at which we present and
compare uplift histories. This to better quantify the differences in the predictions of the
ice sheet reconstructions.

C1125



References

Lidberg, M., Johansson, J. M., Scherneck, H.-G., and Davis, J. L.: An improved and extended
GPS-derived 3D velocity field of the glacial isostatic adjustment (GIA) in Fennoscandia,
J. Geodes., 81, 213–230, doi:10.1007/s00190-006-0102-4, 2007.

Lidberg, M., Johansson, J. M., Scherneck, H.-G., and Milne, G. A.: Recent results based on
continuous GPS observations of the GIA process in Fennoscandia from BIFROST, J. Geo-
dyn., 50, 8–18, doi:10.1016/j.jog.2009.11.010, 2010.

Milne, G. A., Davis, J. L., Mitrovica, J. X., Scherneck, H.-G., Johansson, J. M., Vermeer, M.,
and Koivula, H.: Space-geodetic constraints on glacial isostatic adjustment in Fennoscandia,
Science, 291, 2381–2385, doi:10.1126/science.1057022, 2001.

Milne, G. A., Mitrovica, J. X., Scherneck, H.-G., Davis, J. L., Johansson, J. M., Koivula, H., and
Vermeer, M.: Continuous GPS measurements of postglacial adjustment in Fennoscandia: 2.
Modeling results, J. Geophys. Res., 109, B02 412, doi:10.1029/2003JB002619, 2004.

Schotman, H. H. A., Wu, P., and Vermeersen, L. L. A.: Regional perturbations in a global
background model of glacial isostacy, Phys. Earth Planet. Inter., 171, 323–335, doi:10.1016/
j.pepi.2008.02.010, 2008.

Wu, P.: Using commercial finite element packages for the study of earth deformations, sea
levels and the state of stress, Geophys. J. Int., 158, 401–408, doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.2004.
02338.x, 2004.

Interactive comment on Solid Earth Discuss., 5, 2345, 2013.

C1126


