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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 

 

1. The literature review has to be revised since some 

latest journal paper is not included in the 

manuscript. 

2. The experimental facilities used in the 

measurements have to be introduced and the 

precisions of measurements have to be testified. 

3. In page 4, the authors indicate that their model and 

Debabeche model are equally better than the model 

of Rashwan. The Debabeche model and Rashwan 

model has to be introduced. And the three models 

have to be compared in a discussion section.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

There some spelling mistakes and grammatical errors in 

the manuscript. The authors need to revise the 

manuscript carefully. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

The manuscript at present reads more like a conference 

paper. While I believe the study provides a significant 

contribution, the writing does not do it justice in places. 

The methods lack necessary detail, and a discussion 

section should be added.  

 

 

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Cheng Zeng 

Department, University & Country College of Water Conservancy and Hydropower Engineering, Hohai University, P.R. China 

 


