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This is an important data set and it is good to see that it is becoming available in
electronic format. The authors appear to have used good methods to bring in a large
dataset. I suspect that the manual entry error rate would be close to the lower end of
their error rate.

There are multiple copies of these reports floating around in various libraries. Would it
improve things to scan multiple copies of the same data and check the copies against
each other?

I am curious why the authors did not try to bring in the data that Stomp et al. (2011)
digitized. They could then compare the two datasets. At a minimum they should try to
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combine the datasets, at least chlorophyll would be nice.

I am not functional in R so could not assess that part of the data product.

The data could use some quality checking. For example, there are points where phos-
phate exceeds total phosphorus. This is not possible.

It also would be good if the all data were all quality checked. If it takes about 1 second
per data point, I calculate it would take 3 hours each for the team of authors working in
pairs to check the whole thing. That would lead to a cleaner data set as well as making
the error rate certain.

It would be nice to have retention all in one type of units (not years or days mixed)

Table 2. Could use the units
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