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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

Minor REVISION comments

Check the referencing style with the journal’s.

What experimental design did you use?

How did you analyse the data?

The referencing is changed with Vancovers style

The experiments are carried out with the help of multi temporal satellite data
and processed in ERDAS IMAGINE, the image processing software. The
NDVI (Normalised Difference Vegetation Index was calculated for the image
and the coeffiecients were derived using the mentioned formula with the help
of Psuedo Invariant Feature Technique and the values further substituted in
the Formula 1 to get the total carbon stock of the area for that period. Then
the same was carried out for the rest two periods and compared for the
change in carbon stock

Optional/General comments

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
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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