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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 
 

This is a highly informative manuscript. A bit of reorganization, attention to grammar 
and logical flow (including proper placement of tables and maps) including clarity of 
rationale and objectives, will improve it substantially. 
 
 

 

 

Thank you 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Think again if you need so many tables as annexes to a scientific paper. Same with maps. 
Also think of a better spatial way of presenting what you want in a map instead of the 
charts which are barely legible.  
 
Otherwise, try to follow my suggestions in green highlights. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It will make a good scientific paper if the above issues are attended to. 
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