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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
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Compulsory 

REVISION 

comments 

-  

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

This paper is focused on developing a three-dimensional statistical model of karst 

flow conduits. In this context, the author(s) provide a report on their development 

applications regarding to the model. From a general perspective, the paper comes 

with a remarkable subject. But before it can be published at the JGEESI, some minor 

revisions should also be done. The related revisions are: 

1- The Abstract may be a little shortened by discussing about background, objective 

of the work and the obtained results. 

2- Organization of the titles should be like this: 1. is for the main title; and 1.1., 1.2., 

1.3…etc. are for its sub-titles. 

3- There are blanks after main titles and before the first sub-titles. It will be better to 

provide some brief sentences explaining the content; in order to improve readability 

and ensure a good content organization. 

4- Number of total references is OK. But in order to keep the content up-to-date, 

there should be a few more references from 2015, and 2016. 

Thanks the author(s) for their valuable efforts to form this paper. 
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