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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 
 

Line 8: Expunge four after of 
Line 30: Replace in with on 
Line 43: Replace has with have 
Line 58: Errors should have thesame decimal places as actual value. 
Line 68-74: outlines the motivation for the research, but the objective of the research 
is not stated. 
Line 114-119: Should be part of materials and method and not results nor 
discussion.  
Line 122: Fig 1 rather than Map1: 
Line 137: Below what? 
Line 156: a comma, or semicolon (;) before ‘these’ 
Eqn 2-6 should also be part of materials and method. 
Line 212: It should be reported for. 
Line 248: eqn () what? 
Line 259: 0.29 X 10

-3
(no unit) 

Line 270: the F: what does it mean? 
Line 280: Replace is with in. 

 
THANK YOU FOR THE CORRECTIONS.  
 ELCR HAS NO UNIT. IT CANCELLED OUT. 
 
ALL THE CORRECTIONS HAVE BEEN EFFECTED 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Renumber your figures to begin with the Map 
Ensure your Equations align 
The section for result and discussion should be basically for tables of results and 
discussion and nothing more. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The work is technically sound, the author should effect the suggested corrections to make it 
better.  

 

 


