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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 
 

 
An impressive experimental research , need to make more  useful  
 
 
 
 
 
 

The calibration of the equipment makes possible the use of the same in the 
experiments, since it establishes the patterns of configurations necessary for 
the adequate conduction of the studies that will use the effects of the 
simulated precipitations. This subject was addressed in lines 49-69. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Some how  paper needs to cover  other works that related  the content  

We used 14 papers in the topic of introduction related to rainfall simulator 
equipment. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Better to  revisit  the discussion part  
 

The changes have been met and are in the text. 

 
PART  2:  
 
 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

There are no ethical questions in this experiment. 
 

 


