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TOPIC: The topic is too ambiguous and lengthy. Consider revising to read: The Impact of Land use and Land Cover on the 
Flood Plain of Bhagirathi River, Purba  Bardhaman District, India. 
 
ABSTRACT: The abstract is too loose coupled with poor tenses, grammars, and lack of coherent etc. The entire abstract 
should be rewritten to capture the main idea, summary of method, major findings, and conclusion. 
 
Introduction and Literature Review: The introduction is fair but literature review required total modifications and careful correction. The 
used of highlight, symbols, title of the other researchers in the introduction is unscientific and unacceptable. 
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The Method: The method is poorly presented. It is lack focused, and direction. 
 
The results are not adequately discussed and communicated 
 
There are too many flaws in this manuscript. The author(s) take their time to revised and rewrite this manuscript 
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It is difficult to differentiate this manuscript with a power point. 
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The author(s) the information to give but they do not know how to communicate. Considering the numerous flaws, suggest that this 
manuscript be send to the author for thorough revision. 
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