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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The overall of the article is looks good, however, it is required some revise in many parts, 
such as in abstract, discussion and conclusion. The revision is required to have concise, 
reliable and logical and should have more realistic.  
The figures may need to be viewed in good manner to indicate the variations  of analysis. 
Some lacks are found in information and features of simulating part, therefore it is 
recommended to overcome the lacks related to simulating part. 
There is no indication about the useful of extracting results for this article regarding the 
environment and also in concerning with aquatic ecosystem. If possible to add  clue by the 
authors.  
The abstract and conclusion have some repeatable paragraph which are similar in writing 
manner, hope to change that.   
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