There are several significant issues in the revised version.  
1) [bookmark: _GoBack]The manuscript is still not well written.  There are too many basic grammar and spelling errors (see the detail from the reviewers’ comments) which make this paper very difficult to read and understand.
2) There are several incomplete or incorrect scientific descriptions and discussion in the revised version. For example, the reviewer pointed out that “It seems there is a misunderstanding of the definition of primary and secondary aerosols by the authors. In this paper, aerosols from natural sources are deemed as primary aerosols, whereas aerosols from anthropogenic sources are deemed as secondary aerosols,  which isn’t correct”.




