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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write few sentences regarding the importance this 
manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This study is important for the local community as it contributes to knowing the 
expected dangers of earthquakes and taking measures to reduce the damage 
resulting from it. In addition, it provides the scientific community with a database 
and a modus operandi to benefit from in other regions. 

 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please 
write your suggestions here. 

 

The abstract should not include any secondary title, contain no discussion, no 
results, and be free from any references. 
It should include a brief introduction to the importance of the research topic, its 
objective and the means used to accomplish it with the most important results 
obtained 

 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? yes  

Please write few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? 
Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

The researcher has used the correct scientific methods, which include tests and 
the selection of sampling sites in addition to choosing the study area as well as 
using appropriate means and mathematical equations to perform the required 
calculations. Moreover, using the data available in the old and recent scientific 
literature. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 
- 

yes  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
communications? 

 

 
Few errors and corrected 
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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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