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Review Comments

1. Corrections, comments and suggestions to this article: 

This manuscript describes the development of a PPE model. It is suitable for publication of the journal.  The grading is given as follows. The recommendation of the reviewer is accept.  

A separate sheet is available for detailed comments and suggestions.

2. Academic:

A. Very Good

B. Good

C. Preliminary

D. Poor

E. Very Poor

This article match (select one of the above levels): 

3. Understandable: 

A. Very Good

B. Good 

C. Normal

D. Poor 
E. Very Poor
This article match (select one of the above levels): 
4. Valuation

A. Top 5%

B. Top 10% 

C. Top 25%

D. Top 50%
E. Bottom 50%
Compared with other articles in the field, judge this article to be in the rank (select one of the above levels): 

5. Recommendation: 

A. Accept Now 

B. Accept with Minor Amendment 

C. Re-evaluate with Major Amendment

D. Reject

This article is recommended (select one of the above levels): 

6. Description of your evaluation, recommendation and suggestions on this article if you have any:

See the separate sheet for detail.

Comments and suggestions:

The manuscript describes the PPE model on RAGA for evaluation of water quality and has provided adequate assumptions and data for model development.  It is suitable for publication on the journal.

Some comments are given as follows.

1. The authors made the statement of problem for this study in the Introduction, developed a model, and demonstrated the fitness of the model but failed to compare the performance with other existing models.  Nevertheless, the number of references was relatively small. It is strongly recommended to search the literature and revise the discussion. This would be helpful to understand the results better.

2. It is recommended to write key conclusions instead of listing the findings or summarizing the results.

3. It is suggested to use a minimum number of abbreviations, such as 2.  For example, this manuscript used many abbreviations, e.g., PPE, RAGA, ANN, PP, GA, SGA, TP, BP, COD, TN.  Thus, PPE and RAGA were commonly used and would be adequate.

4. Authors should follow the format requirements of manuscript preparation. Examples are as follows:

· Change the font of title to normal instead of italic;

· Keep the manuscript consistent, i.e., use same size and fonts in context as well as in tables.

· Change the format of authors’ name, i.e., given name followed by family name (surname);

· Translate the context in Table 3 from non-English into English;

· Remove the sequence number from the reference list;

· In References, use only initial of the first names of the authors;

· In References, the year should be presented as 1999;19(5) 462-465 (reference 5); 

· Acknowledgement should be moved to before References.

5. Some English grammar errors were found. Please correct them.

