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 Reviewer’s comment 

Author’s comment (if agreed 

with reviewer, correct the 

manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is 

mandatory that authors should 

write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

• While, the study is conducted in the mountain hill, then some physical 

properties must need to incorporate in the description of the study area, 

such as, slope, elevation range etc. 

• The location map should be more informative in terms of application of new 

techniques (RS-GIS) in your field. 

• You can use the digital elevation data (ASTER or SRTM) and recent satellite 

data to enrich your pictorial representation of the location map from a 

scientific background. A cross- profile of hill side slope and relative 

elevation you can easily represent from ASTER or SRTM data using GIS 

software. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

• Please recheck the section numbering, there is some mistake, e.g. 

conclusion and recommendation part should be under 4.0, but in your text 

it is 2.7. 

• Be sure you have no acknowledgment section? 

• Reference section should be rechecked, some mistakes are there. 

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

The work is a good attempt for the agricultural development in your area. Please 

keep continue and be close to local farmers also. 
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