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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. Grammar generally poor – paper must be professionally proofread before a next

submission
2. Abstract – Methodology need to be presented before results
3. Abstract – should start with the problem statement sentence.
4. Introduction – significant duplication need to be removed – refer to accompanied

revised manuscript.
5. Introduction – indicate value of the river and the riparian zone of this river to

motivate for conservation efforts proposed in the Conclusion section.
6. Introduction - Remove specific objectives – relocate to methodology section and

add specific methodology to them
7. Introduction – relocate description of river to methodology – study area

description.
8. Discussion section absent! This is a FULL paper, which should have a separate

Discussion section, in which ALL results are discussed under the same headings
as used in the results section.

9. Conclusion - should present insight, gaps in study and way forward
10. References - not in accordance to journal guidelines.
11. References - The use of 2 or more references to validate only one fact should be

strongly discouraged. Correct throughout the manuscript.

Additional issues are indicated in the accompanied reviewed manuscript.
Minor REVISION comments

Insert space between numerical and SI unit – Correct throughout the manuscript.

Optional/General comments
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feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

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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