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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Check the way the figures of the latitudes and longitudes of the study area is 

written. The minutes (‘) and seconds (“) symbols seem to be absent from the 
figures. 
 

2. Please, write the abbreviations p.a  and a.s.l in line 72 in full before 
abbreviating. 
 

3. Make compulsory grammatical corrections in the entire manuscript 
especially on line 86 
 

4. Arrange the manuscript according to the journal specifications. 
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