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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

Paper studies the effect of photo active synthetically active component of 
radiation (PAR)    on other meteorological parameters for  Lubigi Cyperus papyrus 
L. wetland surface the study is relevant . 
 
1.Paper requires to be revised including abstract which is not reflecting clearly the 
work presented. It needs to contain important analysis results also. 
2.Langauge of paper requires improvement, 

 
3.Title of paper requires to be changed by replacing solar radiation by photo 
active synthetically active component of radiation (PAR) 
4. Key words need to include PAR in full form also. 
5.references  in text  require properly written in text like  
Line 28,31,40,155 
Require to quote authors names or rephrasing of statements  
Like it is written [6] argued that ... 
[8]said...reported by [13] [14]... 
 
6.Reference no.13 is not complete  
 
7. Study require to identify further follow up research area 
8. Authors have analysed the data  for period  2010-11 period. The results of 
study needs to be include further analysis if data  recorded is available. This will 
improve the manuscript. 
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