General Comments 

As the three reviewers indicated, the manuscript reconstructed the history of land use and land cover over the conterminous United States (CONUS) at annual time scale and 1 km x 1 km spatial resolution in the past 390 years (1630-2020). Obviously, this is an important task. The high spatial and temporal LULC dataset is crucial for understanding and predicting the dynamics of coupled natura-human system across CONUS. I have reviewed the revised manuscript as well as the point by point responses to the comments by three reviewers.  Overall, the authors have done a good job in addressing these comments. They have revised the manuscript by following the suggestions and comments closely. Having said that, I also want to point out the authors could address the comment about uncertainty associated with the new datasets by reviewer #1 better. I agree with the reviewer about a major need for the manuscript is recognition of the differences between source datasets, and the uncertainties it introduces into the modeling. I think the authors could address this comment better in revising the manuscript. 

I have another comment regarding the presentation of the result.  Overall, the flow and organization of this manuscript is pretty good.  However, right now the first heading under Results is 3.1 Comparison with other datasets.  It seems to me this is not the best. I’d like the authors to present the high-resolution and long-term dataset first. Tell us some unique features of this dataset. After that, then compare this dataset with other datasets. 
Minor comments
1. The title of this manuscript can be further improved. I’d hope the title includes the word of “reconstruction” or “reconstruct” to reflect the task of this manuscript.

2. Line 249-251. The last sentence of this paragraph is a little bit wordy and need to be cleared up.

3. Line 269. The word “access” need to be replaced by the word “assess” instead. Similar errors need to be corrected elsewhere. 
