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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Yes, the manuscript is important for scientific community. ET process is very important for a continuous hydrologic cycle. Many factors may affect the ET process but pin-pointing those factors have significant impact to reduce knowledge gap.)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(Yes.)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

(Abstract should contain the major findings of the research report.)
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

(Yes.)
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

(Methodology section needs to be revised.)

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Yes, references are ok.)

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	Abstract: Abstract should be revised with major findings of the research. Conclusion too needs some revision. 

Keywords: Keywords should be more interesting.
Page 2, line 51-56: How is this research related with climate change? Author should discuss this issue in the report. All major parameters should be discuss one by one. Wind should be “wind speed”. 
Page 3, line 80-82: Reference should be given for the data presented.

Page 3, line 85-86: It should be “oC”. It is suggested to correct this issue in the whole manuscript. 
Page 4, line 109-110: Is it “sign” or “sgn”? Check this issue in the whole report. Correct equation 2 and 6. Notation should be clearly mentioned in the whole report for all parameters.  
Page 4, line 131-132: t cannot be greater than 0 and N at the same time. Revision is suggested. 

Page 5, line 139-140: Why is “k” equal to “K” in the report? Revision is suggested. 
Page 5, line 158-160: Revision is suggested for clear sense. Author should revise the whole report for this issue. 
Page 6, line 173-175: Check the equation 19. Notation should be given for consistency. 

Page 6, line 188-190: Revision is suggested for clear sense. 

Page 7, line 199-200: It is suggested to check the units for all parameters. Unit of wind speed should be m/s. R-square values are very weak for most of the relationships. What are the reasons? Author should discuss this issue in the report. Same for figure 3, 4 & 5. 

Page 11, line 239-242: What are the reasons for this variation? Author should discuss this issue in the report. 

Page 12, line 246-247: Why is evapotranspirant low at high temperature? What is the reason? It is an anomaly with the discussion of the same report. Temperature is not inversely related with the ET0. Check the figures for other parameters. 
Page 13-15, line 248-254: The figures are for ET or transpiration only. Check the captions of the figures. 

Page 15, line 259-260: High relative humidity is a result of high ET. Author should discuss this issue very carefully. 
Page 16, line 278-284: What are the reasons for this increasing and decreasing trend of parameters? Author should discuss this issue in the report. 

Page 16, line 287-288: What are the other factors? 
Page 17, line 301-303: R-square values are very weak for most of the relationships. What are the reasons? 

Page 21, line 332-338: Why are the change points in a specific year? Author should discuss about change points issue. 

Page 24, line 381-382: The mentioned phenomena will be observed in most of the regions. Why has sahel and rain-forest region observed this trend? Same as page 27, line 402-403 and 409-410.   

	

	Minor REVISION comments


	N/A

	

	Optional comments


	N/A

	


	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)
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