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Contrasting rates and scales of sediment yield in semi-arid terrain


This paper is in very good condition and is ready for submission with very few revisions.  Most of my edits of this paper have to do with formatting, or style.  I found very little wrong with how the science was explained.  On of my biggest concerns are the long sentences with many commas and semicolons.  These sentences bogged me down and provided no relief to process what was being said.  I feel that the first sentence of the abstract could be separated into at least two sentences.  I thought that the beginning of the paper does a very good job of defining the variables without being "didactical."  


There were several occasions were I found sentences to not further the paragraph.  I think that several of these could be omitted and little more explanation of cosmos could take its place.  I also felt that in one instance the beginning of the paragraph did not clearly state what the purpose was.

1. Looking at the MS word template I think that the title is supposed to be in 16 pt. Arial 

2. They want symbols instead of letters for author associations, e.g. *, †, #, etc.

3. The information says that an article can have subheadings.  This might prove helpful to separate the paper sum.

4. I think this would be a good point to reference a published method on cosmos.

5. I am having trouble figuring why this sentence is important for the paper, is this different that normal methods?

6. This sentence really comes out of no where and I really didn't follow what the point of this paragraph is.  I think a topic sentence would be a tremendous help.

7. Why is this sentence important?  It really does not explain the rest of the paragraph.

8. This last sentence really confuses me.  Could this be further explained with another sentence?  Maybe it needs to be mentioned in the abstract.

9. I think you need to tell everyone what state this is, and maybe even a little dot on a US map might help.

