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 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 
 

- The draft article is original, it’s well written 
 

- The interpretation of sample analysis results is compatible with the results obtained 
 

- The bibliography contains references compatible with the topic reached, the 
sources are relatively recent 

 

 
Thank you, Sir/Ma. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
add to draft article: 
 

- Geographical location maps (global and detailed) 

 

The name, exact location of the well-studied and its geographical coordinates 
were not available for this study. 
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