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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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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 
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1. In ABSTRACT: 
It should be informed the short sentence fopr conclusion. 
 
2. In Introduction. 
It is better to put the figure 1, 2 and other figures in the narration, the same as the figure 3  

    
3. In RESULT 
It should be added for explanation: 
Each sensor equipment should be explained the data or the real field result 
All words of parameter should be changed to variables 
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