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My overall evaluation and recommendation are very similar to the first Reviewer. I
agree with every point he/she made. Although I have found more problems in this
manuscript, I think those critical points are enough to reject this paper. However, I
encourage the Authors can carefully take into account the fair scientific opinions the
first Reviewer has given, and re-submit this manuscript in a much better shape,

In general, I have strong impression that the author who was writing this manuscript,
does not have solid hydrological background. I hope other co-authors can help, I am
confident to say, any experienced hydrologists will have complaints to many statements
the Authors made in this manuscript - including from water balance concept, modelling
approach and presentation (say, without showing any validation result), interpretation of
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GRACE data (using globally consistent fact that the water vapor contribution to GRACE
signal is insignificant to infer precipitation recycling; unfortunately the inference was
totally wrong), to recycling ratio, none of them are "entirely" scientifically sound.

I am sorry I do not see any way I can suggest major revision.
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