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The manuscript is important to the scientific community. It has adequately addressed the
seasonal variability of sensible and latent heat fluxes in the studied area.

The title is suitable enough.

The abstract has sufficient required details.

The subsections and structure of the manuscripts are appropriate.

Yes, | should think the work presented in the manuscript is scientifically correct.

The references quoted are adequate.
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The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly presentation.
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