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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 
 

 
I find this manuscript of interest. It goes over the mechanisms that can generate 
swells and these can vary over time and places. In that sense, the manuscript is 
more a review paper rather than a research itself. Nothing wrong with that, but I think 
this fact should be reflected in the title; so, one recommendation is to change the 
title introducing the word “overview” or something similar. My other comment is that 
I am not sure if this is the right journal for this manuscript. It seems that the scope of 
this journal is deferent from the subject discuss in the paper. I think that the 
“Physical Science International Journal” is more appropriated for this paper. But 
that decision I leave it to the Editor. Regarding with the paper itself I recommend it 
for publication.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the manuscript I did some very minors changes (in red) as suggestion. I guess that for 
the final version, the editing of the equations will be improved. 
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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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