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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

There are grammatical errors that need correction. So many 
unnecessary paragraphs. The discussion of the result is 
poor and should be improved. The extent of the erosion is 
not mentioned. There are some cited references that are 
listed in the references and many that are not cited that are 
contained in the references. The authors should take care 
of these mistakes.  
The first two paragraphs in the conclusion section are not 
important. The conclusion is not sharp and should be 
rewritten. 
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Four VES is very poor for scientific research, but if it is 
acceptable to the Editorial Board, no problem. 

 

 


