
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Environment & Ecology     
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJEE_39135 
Title of the Manuscript:  

APPLICATION OF SWAT AND 3D ENVIRONMENT IN FLOOD DETECTION SENARIO OF TERENGGANU WATERSHED 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
1. “[15] are the view that making use of satellite data on water watershed over 

large land cover areas in different ecosystem in Florida, Great Lakes, 
Washington, and Africa” is not clear and need further clarifications  in terms 
of its meaning 
 

2. For some in-text citation, more than one referencing styles are used. For 
instance, Arabi et al (2007) [15], Monteith (1965) [16], Reuter et al (2009) [17], 
Wincell et al (2010)[18], Santhi et al (2001)[19], Winchell et al (2007)[18].   It is 
better to stick to only one referencing style. 
 

3. For table 2 and 3, the unit of the area measurement were not given. It should 
be either metre square (m2 ) or kilometre square (km2 ) and not  Area (Sq2) 

 

 
Clarified  
 
 
 
Reference are corrected and checked 
 
 
 
Table 2&3 (km2) corrected 
Than you 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The clarity of English expression in this manuscript is not clear and this makes it difficult to 
understand the full context of some of the expressions used.  
 
 

 Noted. The language uses simple expressions clear and  precise. Thank you 

 


