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Article is very interesting and authors have develop a 

three-dimensional model about the early formation of 

karst flow conduits. Authors claim that model is different 

and has different grounds than existing model. 

 

 Authors are required to add / amend followings: 
Page 2: under 2. MATERIAL AND METHODS: subtitle 

1.  Presentation of the system and the parameters 

describing it 

Suggested to be changed as: 2.1.  Presentation of the 

system and the parameters describing it  

Similarly 2 as 2.2 , 2.3 and so on...  

Page 2: under 3.  RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS: subtitle 

1.  Symmetric and isotropic systems 

Suggested to be changed as: 3.1.  Symmetric and 

isotropic systems 

Similarly 2, 3, 4.. as 3.2 , 3.3 and 3.4 so on...  

 

 

 

 

 

I agree with that, this renders things clearer. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Article is properly structured and recommended for 

publication after incorporating above suggestions. 
 

 


