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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 
. 

Chapter 3 needs more expansion to either qualify and quantify the 
impact of wave energy on coastline dynamics. The paper has shown briefly the 
the correlation of wave energy with coastline dynamics, but its contribution among other 
factors that affect coastline dynamics is not discussed 
 
 

 
- Other factors that affect coastal dynamics have been 
taken into account in the discussion of our results in 
Chapter 3 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Spelling Errors- A more thorough review of manuscript should be done to avoid typo and 
grammar errors. 
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