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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 
 

In this manuscript, the authors conduct a field experiment on the runoff and soil loss 
of four different types of land use. In general, the topic is relevant for the journal. 
However, the study was not well described at all.  Moreover, it is  not clear what is 
the objective, how the land use type was implemented. There was no further 
discussion about tree plantation, linear correlation method related to soil and water 
conservation, which is described  in the “CONCLUSIONS” .  
 
The text is poorly edited and there are severe scientific writing problems.  
There are two “Table 1”. Only  “3.1” section was showed in the “RESULTS AND 
DISCUSSION”.  The authors have not seemed to care a lot about editing.  

Of course as first version it lacks some clarity and editorial. But we modified it 
as much as possible by including the main objectives 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript should be released. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical 
issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


