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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

Use et al for the references. Ok noted
Line 57 (Zhang, et al., 2011) investigated should be written as Zhang, et al.,(
2011) investigated

PHYSICAL AND GEOGRAPHY is these supposed to mean physical geography?
However the explanation below this subheading is more socio-economic rather than

geography.

CLIMATIC CONDITIONS; what was explained below this subheading is more
of physical trend or pattern.

The content between lines 344 and 365 should form part of your recommendation
usually written before conclusion.

The subheading RELATED STUDIES should come after introduction.
Data was analysed by author but the method of collecting them was not adequately

specified and the data did not translate into result or discussion. However is this
paper not supposed to be a reviewed work? Why data analysis then?

Minor REVISION comments

Avoid the inclusion of initials when citing someone in the main work. Correct
citation in the text should not include initials E.g. John, 2017 or John et al., 2017

Optional/General comments

The article is more like a thesis. It contains unnecessary details.
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