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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
P4, L7 : “draw the retention curve (h)” (It will be better to write retention curve Ɵ(h) 
such that the reader will have a good understanding of the retention curve 
formulation” 
 
P4, L12: Please also provide the meaning of Ɵr and Ɵs  found in the retention curve 
formulation. 
 
 2.4. Calibration of sensors: P4, L2-3: Please provide more details on the variables X 
and Y that appear on table 1. For example, you can mention that X will represent the 
pressure and Y the voltage value. 
 
Table 2: P7: Please provide the meaning of I. 
 
Figure 10. In all the graphics, there is always one axis where the variables are not 
labelled. For instance, you mention log(k) (cm/j) and log(h(cm)) nothing reported to 
the others axis. 
 
P10, L12-13 : Please instead of writing “correlation coefficient R 1 … R 0.4” it is 
better to write “correlation coefficient R= 1 … R= 0.4” 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Table 2: P7: Please instead of writing R [%] and S [%] it will be better to write Ɵr and Ɵs to 
not confuse the reader. As he will clearly noticed that they are the same parameter from 
Van Genuchten model already mentioned in P4, L12. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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