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PART 2: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
1) Actually, the combination of regression and

kriging is called regression kriging.
Therefore, more references are needed.

2) Figure 1 should include 78 stations and so
readers can know the distribution of the
stations. It is better to include the watershed
boundary in the map.

3) Which stations are used for validation? It is
better to be shown in the map.

4) The maps of results should be provided so
that readers can see the spatial distribution
of results.

5) More detailed discussions are needed. The
discussions should focus on the results and
proposed methods.

6) Conclusions should not be biased and should
be based on the results and proposed
methods which were presented inside the
manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments
1) Based on proposed methods, are there the

same influences between the plain stations
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and the mountain stations?
2) Are there any disadvantages of proposed

methods?
3) The title only had “kriging” but entire

manuscript discussed both regression and
kriging issues.

Optional/General comments
This kind of research is meaningful but the
methodologies, maps, discussions and conclusions of
this manuscript need to be further improved.
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