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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

The paper is scientifically robust and technically sound, and it is highly
recommended for publication

Minor REVISION comments

Wrong position of figure 1 title, this should be corrected. There should be
justification for the methodology and there should evidence of this from previous
literatures. There was nothing on how the software’s utilize were standardise

Thanks in advance for your suggestions. In relation to the titles of the figures,
they were corrected
In the methodology were added some parts to enrich the work

Optional/General comments

If possible, the researcher can complement the use of satellite images with field
experimentation. This would made this paper stand out among others

PART 2:

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 are no ethical issues in this manuscript
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