Answers to Reviewer Filippo Giorgi
1) I was surprised to see virtually no discussion of seasonal, interannual and decadal prediction of monsoon, which is a key and emerging area of research of specific interest for climate services. In fact, I was particularly surprised since the term “predicting” is in the title of the paper, but the paper does not talk about prediction almost at all. A possible way to approach this would be to add sub-sections similar to those on long term trends and projections but devoted to seasonal-interannual predictability and to decadal prediction. This would also imply an expansion of the discussion section to address these issues.

The discussion about predictability and prediction skills has been considerably expanded along the chapter. In particular the issue is now better addressed in section 2 for each of the monsoon regions, and also section 4 includes now a wider and more profound discussion of the challenges related to climate predictability and skilful climate predictions in the monsoon regions.
2) Another aspect that I found surprisingly lacking is the connection to the end use of the information and to the stake-holder community. Some very succinct, bullet point-type paragraph on this issue is presented at the end of the paper, but I think a more comprehensive and elaborate discussion would really help putting this paper in the broader and more user-oriented perspective that emerged from the OSC.
A whole new section 5 has been included to better discuss the challenges in generating actionable regional climate information.

3) A good portion of the paper reads a bit too much as a (I would say rather incomplete) review paper. Presenting a review of these issues is clearly a formidable task that goes well beyond the purpose of this paper. I would focus more on identifying and discussing key issues, findings, and needs rather than listing results from individual papers, as it seems to be mostly done in the present draft.

Section 2 has been considerably reduced and now it focuses only on monsoon variability and predictability. 

4) To be honest, although I am very interested in Europe and the Mediterranean, I cannot see why this region has been included within a paper focusing on the monsoon systems. It’s ties with the monsoon and with the rest of the paper are not really developed much and, again, this section looks mostly like a limited review of results from individual papers. Also, the reasons for including it (as opposed for example to the continental U.S.) are rather weak. My recommendation would be to remove it in order to expand the discussion of other issues as recommended above.
We agree. The discussion about Europe and the Mediterranean has been removed.

5) A relatively minor comment, but one of the most robust findings from the CMIP3 and I believe the CMIP5 ensemble is a weakening of monsoon circulations in future climate projections (despite the increase in monsoon rain). I did not see this mentioned, or at least highlighted, while it probably should. 

This conclusion has been included in section 4.1

