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Minor REVISION comments   
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Why are the R-square in Tables of 3, 4, and 5 so low? 
What do they mean?  
 
 
 

These are the data which are obtained from 
the SWAT output, For calibration and validation 
purpose the R

2
 data is good enough for the 

testing. These data are of future concern that’s 
why it is low. 

 


