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I found the paper hard to follow since the aim of the study and methodology are not
clearly described. Also, the main results obtained are not clearly illustrated and it
is difficult to capture the innovative aspects of the research. It seems that the main
improvement obtained using RS method is in the R2 values shown in Figure 9, i.e.
R2=0.84 for simulated runoff (PM method) versus observations, and R2=0.85 for sim-
ulated runoff (RS method) versus observations. The authors state that this suggests a
major accuracy of RS method, but from a scientific point of view this is “false”. More-
over, there is a confusion between PM and RS methods in relation to SWAT and data
fusion, between ET validation and ET validation through runoff (what does it means?).
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The abstract is too long, the text very confusing and references are too many. Figure 6
is described before Figure 4 and 5.

Thus, I think that the paper does not fit the fundamental requirements for a publication
on a high quality international scientific journal like HESS.
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