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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

Minor REVISION comments

Minor revision: the authors must correct the English in,
text

1-Line 6 rplace: profiles considered by considered
profiles

2- line 8 replace Ordered by the ordered

3- line 56: replace localy by locally

4-line 70 replace topography is has by topography has
5- line 121 replace self Potential by self potential
6-line 128 replace mixed by mixed by

7-line 252 replace utilised by used

8 -references the authors must use the same police :
line 254, line 261, line 266,

9- line 51 replace figure by fig

Line 129 replace figure by fig

Line 130 replace figure by fig

Line 162 replace figure 5 fig 5

Corrections have been adequately effected in
Lines 6, 56, 70, 121, 128, 252, 51, 129, 130
and 162 .

Number 2 comment of the Reviewer is not
clear to me as there is no such word as
‘Ordered’ in line 8.

The number 8 comment of the Reviewer,
“references the authors must use the same
police.” is also not clear.

Optional/General comments
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