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In this paper authors present an assessment of the accuracy of the Granger-Gray
model to compute actual evapotranspiration and propose a new calibration of coeffi-
cients. It is not clear why authors include SSEBop evapotranspiration estimates. In my
opinion these are only values estimated with a different model. So | think real validation
should be done by comparing the Granger-Gray model estimates with evapotranspira-
tion fluxes measured at eddy-covariance sites. Regarding these latter, authors should
check that evaporation fluxes are representative of the vegetation type they are consid-
ering. So they should check the station footprint in order to detect possible fluxes from
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heterogeneous vegetation that should be discarded from analysis. The new formula-
tion of GG equation with a f correction function has limited usefulness as it is only valid
for the territory and the period analysed in this study. Of course it is a large territory
but, in order to demonstrate validity and robustness of this equation, | suggest to split
the dataset into two parts. On the first part authors should calibrate parameters of the
correction function and they should use the second part to validate the new equation.
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