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Dear authors, I finally got the reviewer suggestions and comments. I can consider fin-
ished this phase of the review process. Reviewers had good work and I appreciate their
effort and constructive analysis that will help the authors to improve their manuscript.
Overall they considered the manuscript a potentially interesting paper for HESS. How-
ever, the publication of the manuscript in its present form is not recommended, and a
major revision is being requested. I really suggest to consider in detail the general,
specific, technical and terminology reviewer’s suggestions/comments. A special atten-
tion should be paid on: To context your specific case study into a more broad context
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Reviewer #1 suggest to adopt a different approach to compare restored vs. unrestored
streams. Both reviewers outlined on the need to clarify the terminology The discussion
should be less speculative and need a more clear connection between results and
conclusions

In your reply, it is essential to explaining how and where each point of the Reviewers’
comments has been addressed. Should you disagree with any part of the reviews,
please explain why.

Best regards, Andrea Butturini
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