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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Abstract line2 increase not increased; line32 et al. not 

 et al  numbering equations: line 182...(1),  line 185 ....(2) 

line 225....(3) ,  line 226 .....(4),  line 242.....(5),  line 

243....(6),  line188 Fig. 10,  line 263 Fig. 12 Relationship 

better than relation.  

It is better to define (r, p value, and n) in the text, in which 

direction the weir maximum total deformation,  use 

either pa or N/ m2 in the whole paper 

In the conclusions you have more two equations the first 

two ones in the text. In tables 2,3, and 4  explain how can 

you  get the significance in case of  r< 0.5 for SSPS 

4.1Statistical analysis needs more discussion, in Figs. 4 

and 5 maximum discharge is better to be represented 

also figures for pipe diameter  of 0.75 m are preferable 

for comparison, legends in these figures are not clear 
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