Review of “CRAFT (Catchment Runoff Attenuation Flux Tool), a meso-scale nutrient pollution model that uses a Minimum Information Requirement (MIR) approach” by R. Adams, P.F. Quinn, and M.J. Bowes
The authors describe a model that simulates loads and concentrations of nutrients with a focus on nitrate, total phosphorus, and soluble reactive phosphorus in the River Frome. This is the second time I have reviewed this paper. My principal criticism of the first version of the paper was that model fits to nutrient concentrations were not very strong, which caused me to question the representation of processes and the landscape. I was not very familiar with the Minimum Information Requirement approach that the authors advocate and that is applied in this paper. In this revision, I note that they have done a much better job of providing some background as to how and why this MIR approach has developed. The authors have also added some information as to how this specific model (which they term “CRAFT”) was developed. They describe the justification for how more complex process representation was rejected as unnecessary to achieve their aims. I appreciate this background and description of the logical process of model building as it better informs the reader and provides some confidence to the model user.

Although I still struggle a bit with a nutrient model that does not attempt to represent any of the biogeochemical processes that we know affect the concentrations and loads of these nutrients, I am willing to accept that a modeling approach such as this does capture key elements of variation in nutrient concentrations and loads as they are affected by variation in runoff processes. The authors have demonstrated through the Management Intervention Scenario that this model can provide insight to how broad catchment-scale strategies would be expected to affect loads and concentrations. I do question whether this model alone is enough to use as “the” management tool for control of nutrient loss, but the authors do describe that multiple models may be needed to implement appropriate management strategies.
In short, the paper is much improved and the modeling strategy is more easily understood in this revised version. I do not have any remaining technical concerns with the paper at this point.  
Some editorial suggestions:

· Abstract, 2nd P – “Also” at beginning of sentence can be eliminated as it is redundant

· Abstract, 2nd P – sentence that begins with “A management scenario” is incomplete

· Page 2, 2nd P of Intro. – “simulations” should be singular
· Page 2, 2nd P of Intro. – “times” should be singular

· Page 5, 2nd P – move “than this one” directly after “domain”
· Page 11, 2nd P – add on between “based these”
· Page 13, 3rd P – eliminate from in this phrase “that from the HFD”
· Page 13, 3rd P – in the sentence that begins with “A similar analysis”, eliminate the second instance of “therefore”
· Page 13, 4th P – change “suggested to that improved” to “suggested that an improved”
· Page 14, 2nd P – change this sentence: “The above discussion led to the following model structure for the CRAFT model being chosen, it representing a MIR representation of a more complex hydrological system.” to “The development of the conceptual model discussed above led to an MIR structure for the CRAFT model that represents the complex hydrological system in the simplest manner feasible.”

·  Page 14, 2nd P – after (ii) and (iii), eliminate “as”
· Page 14, 4th P – change “accounting for controlling ET and the drainage control rate” to “controls ET and the drainage rate”

· Page 15, 1st P – change “reducing” to “reduce”

· Page 16, just above eqn. 11 – change “sin” to “in”
· Page 19, 1st P of Section 2.4 – part of the sentence that begins with “However” seems to be missing

·  Page 19, 2nd P of Section 2.4 – in (i), “remove” should be plural
· Page 21, top line – eliminate “in terms”
· Page 21, 2nd P in Section 3.3.1 – change the “model appeared to model” to “the model appeared to simulate”

· Page 22, 1st P of Section 3.3.2 – the sentence that begins with “Visually” appears incomplete

· Page 22, 1st P of Section 3.3.2 – second instance of channel can be eliminated from this phrase “within-channel river channel”
· Page 24, 1st P – add as between the words “such riparian”

·  Page 24, 1st P, 1st line – “scale” should be plural
· Page 24, 1st P, 2nd line – “tends” should be singular
· Page 24, 1st P, 4th line – change “in” to “at”
· Page 24, 2nd P, near bottom – change “as a optimizing” to “as a means to optimize”
