Response to Reviewer 3 Comments

We thank reviewer #3 for his constructive comments and suggestions. We believe the comments will greatly improve the quality of our study. We have structured our responses directly below each reviewer comment in red.
Point 1: In this article useful information on An Uncertainty Estimation Framework for Quantifying the Regional Water Balance for the Data-Scarce Region of the Ethiopian Rift Valley Lake Basin has been provided. However, author need to address following comments in order to publish in this journal.
Response 1: We appreciate for the good initial feedback given to improve the manuscript.
Point 2: Introduction is very general without any data. Author should add overall energy consumption and emission data . They can refer following most related articles for related information: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2017.03.009.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Response 2: We have updated the introduction. However, the remaining comment related to overall energy consumption and emission data does not relate to our study, and the suggested article is not relevant to our topic.
Point 3: Figure 1 & 2 need more explanation.
Response 3: Thank you, done! We added more explanation to figure 1 and 2 including image quality improvement.
Point 4: They should add more results and detailed explanation 
Response 4: Thank you. We have added more detailed explanations of our results, including improvements in imaging quality.
Point 5: They should provide more detain on results 
Response 5: Thank you, we assume point 4 and point 5 are similar comments. 
Point 6: They should add economic analysis and compare with conventional processes 
Response 6: This question is difficult to understand and reply. We think it was asked by mistake and does not belong to our field of study.
Point 7: Overall English need to improve
Response 7: Thank you. We have improved the grammar throughout the manuscript with the help of a native English speaker.
