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PART 1: Review Comments

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

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments The paper is very well written overall.
The methodology seems adequate and the manuscript is well structured.
The proposed approach is not quite new and is based on many simplifications and
assumptions. It may indeed ameliorate the Modflow model but remain in itself highly
conceptual.
The lack of the validation on a real case is the main weakness of this study.

Validation on a real case would be useful though itself not necessarily without
a great deal of uncertainty.  This has been addressed and discussed in a new
section #6
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