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PART  1: 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 
 

The abstract in the second paragraph contains an extra punctuation mark (……hours 
and wind speed. for the period of 30 years……) 
References to the ninth source of literature were not found in the text 
The authors performed a proper statistical analysis 
In the article section: 3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION, the authors provide only the 
obtained data and there are no links to the results of other authors 
The article should end with a separate section: Conclusion in which the results 
obtained should be summarized 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
As a result of the study, the authors compared the models in order to choose the 
most suitable model for predicting pan evaporation. 
The study developed artificial neural network (ANN) models and fuzzy logic models 
to predict frying pan evaporation using various parameters. The authors of the 
article did a great job with the analysis of the 30-year period 
The materials and methods contain calculation formulas that can be used when 
repeating the experiment 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The results are well illustrated  
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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 
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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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