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- From L 46 to L 77 various studies are mentioned. It would be useful to specify
what each contributes to the model developed for the manuscript. It is not enough just to
express the descriptors of each reference.

- L 68. Kassab reference should be written properly, is it 2006a?

- L 108. Make the appointment with the final reference match: Lund et al. (2008)

- L 199. DISCUSSION. Tot elaborate a discussion to explain if the theoretical and the
empirical are congruent is necessary.

The references are actually genric and were confused to be placed in the manuscript. The
were discussing different studies with different water and environment subject, and were not
relevant to this paper. Therefore, they were eliminated.

completed, please see line 52.

changed see line 227.

Please see line 180-181.




