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 Reviewer’s comment 

 
 

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 
Abstract 
Line 16- indicate the values of RMSE 
Line 18 – delete “Also” 
 
Introduction 
Line 73 delete a word Month, and it will read “ 
April to July” 
 
Section 2.1 
Line 84 – please remove a word “month” an d 
please correct this for the entire manuscript 
Section 2.5 Further elaborate why you selected 
those models. 
Section 2.6. 
Please cross-check your equations from 12-15.  
Section 3 
Table 5: please present the ranks from 1 – 9 in 
numerical order, for proper easy comparison. 
Further discuss why you think FAO-56 Penman-
Monteith achieved best results, in comparison with 
other methods. The discussion should also touch 
on issues of models or type of models and required 
input variables. 
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

  

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

The paper is well written and easy to follow. The paper is 

scientifically sound and the methods are clear, and 

geared towards achieving the objective. However I have 

few or minor comments below. 

 

 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Anonymous  
Department, University & Country South Africa 
 


