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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments Article needs a little technical harmonization and proofreading:

1. Usually at the end of the title is not a point (line 4).

2. It must always be a space between the numerical value and unit symbol except the
plane angle and percent (lines 19, 21, 22, 72, 74, 75, 107-108, 122, 149, 153, 154,
155, 180, 181, 183, 184, 185,194, 195,197, 200, 205, 215,21 6, 217, 219, 220, 221,
247, 294, 339).

3. There is no space between the number and the word or space between words — line 92
“1985and”, line 122 “segments(A...”, lines 263, 315, 326, 339 “30year”, line 275
“80years”.

4. Suspicious assessment period (1985-2015) — line 263.

Optional/General comments 1. The article should be structured more precisely and specifically, it is advisable to use
the multilevel numbering of chapters and subtitles.

2. The captions for Figure 1: and Figure 2: must be reworded, it is a very bad style. In
academic writing, such wording “...showing study location...” and “...showing the
transverse...” are never used in figure captions.

3. The titles for Table 1:, Table 4:, Table 5: must be reworded, it is a very bad style. In
academic writing, such wording “...showing the ...”, “Summary table showing...”, are
never used in table titles.
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