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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

In the abstract, we need to know the meaning of the 
results presented before the conclusion. Also 
include the overall recommendation in the abstract. 
 
The map in Figure 2 is too glossy and generally poor 
visualization. This should be redrawn. 
 
The conclusion section lacks “conclusion”. The 
conclusion should be drawn from the study. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is there any difference between geomorphic process and 
geologic process?  Notice that you began the introduction 
with geomorphic process, but ended it with geologic 
process. These should be clearly differentiated and let us 
know which one you are looking at. 
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