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Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

It is proposed that the title is revised by changing LULC to land cover and land use.
The abstract should be revised thoroughly. Many quantitative results need to be more varied. The

abstract should be revised based on the following style:

“1 to 1.5 lines to describe the topic of study. 1 line to the aim of the study. 1 to 3 lines to the
methodology and tools. 1 to 4 lines to the main results. The main results should be more qualitative

but not quantitatively.”

Subsections and structure should be revised based on the Journal guideline for Authors.

The language needs some revisions overall.
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