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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. RF, SVM, K-NN and GMM are compared for land use land cover classification in this 
manuscript. Could the authors include more recent machine learning models? 
 
 

 
I quite appreciate the reviewer’s comments. I am presently working on 
another paper that incorporates other recent machine learning algorithms. 
Including them in this work will render my next paper useless. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. In the title, “Selected” is redundant. 
2. The organization of this manuscript should be added to the end of the introduction. 
3. The type setting should be checked. 
4. For NDBI, NDWI, NDVI, please include references, such as “DOI: 10.1080/0143116960 
8948714”, “DOI: 10.1016/j.jag.2021.102640”… 
5. Figure 2-Figure 5 could be organized into one figure for a better comparison. 
6. Some references missed the fundamental information, such as volume, number and page. 
Please check them very carefully. 
7. A flow chart of this work is suggested. 
 

 
 
 
 
These changes have been made 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
None 
 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 

 
No 
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