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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 a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript very important if it changed to ground in the study area. 
Because currently, in the world climate change and soil erosion are prolonged 
and affected many countries. Therefore, identifying or assessment soil erosion 
area and their relation with runoff is better to overcome this problems. 

 

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

 

No, It is better to write the title as “Runoff Dynamics and Soil Erosion Assessment 
Using A SWAT Model at Upper Cauvery River Basin" 

 

 

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

 

Yes, but it should not write like “this study” and better to include main runoff 
factor 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? yes  

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

It follows scientific methods and very important for the community around that 
area since it is main issues as described in the problem statements or 
introduction part. If he /she put this research to the ground, definitively solve the 
problems in that area. 

 

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

Yes.. he used recent references. But it should be more preferable if it is indexed 
journal 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
yes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The legend and grid from the graph are not visible. It is difficult to read it. So, better to 
increase their font size. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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