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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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.
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additional suggestions/comments)

This manuscript is good for scientific discourse after the provided suggestions are been
addressed by the Authors.

The Authors should begin the title of the manuscript “Geospatial Techniques for Mapping
Madapura micro-watershed or Mapping Madapura micro-watershed using GIS and Remote
Sensing Techniques”

The abstract did not capture the contributions of the study.

Yes, with the exclusion of the Data used

The manuscript is scientifically correct

No, the references are not sufficient. The Authors should rewrite the introductory section
and review more on existing literatures to support claims and also bridge the research gap

on past studies and recent studies of the Study area. Also, why the adopted techniques are
significant for the study area and contribution to scientific knowledge.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications

Optional/General comments

The Authors should provide information on the Data used. There must be a Data Used as a sub-
section under Materials Used in this present study. Was the data harmonized or not harmonized?
What other techniques did they applied to the used data?
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