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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to 
provide additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes, the manuscript delivers excellent new findings and replication experiments that can contribute to 

advancing remote sensing and spatial information studies.  
2. Yes, I suggested an alternative title, "Monitoring land changes using remote sensing methods and 

spatial information system in the area of Kahrizak waste disposal center." 
3. No, I recommend reconstructing the abstract into 150 to 250 words that express crucial points, 

research implications, and detailed information to let readers understand your paper's essence.  
4. The manuscript's subsection and structure need improvement to clearly and logically flow content. 
5. Yes, the manuscript provides originality research with the highly desirable type of remote sensing 

research. 
6. The references should be in a hanging indent format and need a better literature review to delimit the 

research problem and lead the reader to the study's objectives. 
7. Clear all image resolutions and image recourses.  
8. Some sentence contractions, such as it's (in abstract) may need to be more formal for the academic 

writing style. Consider replacing it with an uncontracted form and changing the verb form.  
9. Detailed discussion is necessary, like the conclusion part. The discussion part is a curiosity. It would 

be best to use the literature to support and discuss your results. Contributions should be highlighted 
more. It should be made clear how it addresses the limitations of prior work. It should be made clear 
what is unknown and how it addresses the limitations of previous work. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Yes, the manuscript is written by an expert researcher who is presented with sufficient language 
proficiency and an objective approach. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript is sufficiently interpreted and contextualized, but it could be clarified. I recommend 
reconsideration of your manuscript following minor revisions and modifications. 

 

 
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) 
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