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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 
 

 
1.The topic of this article is very fundamental. Theoretical knowledge used in the 
manuscript has been incomplete.  The title does not disclose content of the presented 
work.  
2. Abstract should be a brief summary of the Contents and Conclusions of the paper. 
Please, clearly write the aims of this study and shortly results of the paper. 
  
3. Introduction: Research problem definition, brief survey of relevant literature, reasons 
and objectives for doing the research, intention of the paper and impact of the study. Briefs 
must be given of key concepts central to the paper. Also, it is recommended described the 
methods of analyses which used the other scientist. Now, the researchers used the 
Remote Sensing method. 
The authors used only 5 citations in the Introduction chapter. It is small quantity.   
 
4. Materials and Methods: The data for this research explained well. Already, the 
methods should be mentioned with references. In the article explain only the programme 
(ArcMap) data processing module. I recommended input the better explanation of method, 
may be in the schematic view and involve formulas of calculation. 
 
5. Result and Discussion: I recommender the text from line 173-192 move to the study 
area chapter. The Figure (2) Tectonic sketch map of Mediterranean basin will be in the 
line 90. This is the materials skill. Results should be clearly described. The structure 
present of results are difficult understandable.  
 
6. Conclusions. Where is the novelty in this work? The figure 9 should be in the result 
chapter.  
 
9. The list of references are sufficient. But in the text should be in the end of sentences. 
All references should follow the following style. See the guide for author. The style of 
references should be repaired.  

1- The topic: the title modified to “Geospatial Auto-Correlation Statistical 
Analysis to Evaluate the Seismic Magnitudes and its Implications on 
the Mediterranean Coastal Zone of Egypt” to be closed with the 
content, as commented. 

2- Abstract: I clarified an objective and summarize the results in the 
highlighted text, as commented. 

3- Introduction: I added some text to enrich the introduction. 
4- Materials and methods: I mentioned to the spatial modules of the 

ArcGIS SW. The formulas of calculations are embedded in the 
modules and explained in the help document. It may valuable to add 
these formulas in an annex, if applicable for your format. 

5- Results and Discussion: I moved the text with the figure (2) as you 
recommended to the study area section.  

6- Conclusion: The field of the seismic activities is too traditional 
analysis. They only depended on their measurements and their 
classical analytical methodology.  Therefore, I see the novelty of this 
research is summarized in the usage of the GIS models (Geo-spatial 
and Geo-statistical) to find a relation between the seismic points. This 
methodology may support in the prediction of the frequencies and 
severity of the seismic activities. I moved the figure (9) with its 
explanation text to results and discussion section. In addition, I 
justified the conclusion to the results of the analysis.  

7- References: I edited the references as the authors’ guidelines format. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

1. The manuscript should be reconstructed and repaired by the journal GUIDELINES FOR 
AUTHORS and REVISION COMMENTS. 
 
2. The style of references should be repaired.  

Done 
 
 
Done 
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

There is NO ethical issue in the manuscript. 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  


