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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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1. The manuscripts is important for the scientific community 
2. The title is suitable 
3. Abstract of a review article should also briefly describe the purpose of the work, 

techniques and methods used, major findings with important data and conclusions. 
4. The structure of the manuscript is appropriate, but numbering may be revised to 

clearly show the different subsection discussed.  For example, 3. A.1. plot base 
assessment, 3.A.2. remote sensing techniques, etc. 

5. The manuscript can be regarded as correct scientifically, but the presentation of 
table or figures in the manuscript should be discussed in the text.   
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