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The manuscript presents an experimental test on multi-layered soils, where seepage,
percolation and potential effects of capillary barriers are monitored by the contempo-
rary use of tensiometers and 3D geo-electrical tomography. The Authors implemented
their experimental system on three layers, where the bottom confining layer is made of
a fine-grained layer over a coarse layer. This combination allows for capillary barriers,
which divert flow, at least upstream, until their effect is compensated, in the down-
stream zone of the slope. The Authors test two inflow scenarios: the earlier in an
almost dry starting point and the latter follow the earlier inflow. In this way, they can
analyze the effect of saturation. Moreover, the contemporary presence of tensiometers
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and time-lapsed electrical tomography allows for an accurate monitoring as well as for
a mutual validation. Overall, I think this an interesting and well written manuscript,
which deserves of being published. The scientific approach is good, as well as the
assumption of the experimental setup. From a practical point of view, the results of this
work can be useful for slope stability as well as for studying erosional effects or in agri-
culture. However, I think the Authors should better esplicitate the targets of this work,
given the particular assumptions they made on the stratigraphy. Moreover, the Authors
should better point out the limits of their experimental setup, since in the present ver-
sion this is not reported. Finally, I would suggest to simplify figures A8 and A9, since
they are not easy to be interpreted.
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