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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.

To work towards a sustainable future, the world needs to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
This manuscript focuses on determining the potential emissions from construction sites in Mali
and also addresses the impact of climate change, making it an important contribution. It is
essential to ensure the manuscript's overall quality by correcting any errors found.

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 the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

In the abstracts section some grammatical errors, please try to write 180 - 220 words.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Several errors are found in the section and subsection in this manuscript.
1. Please, use Heading styles. (e.g. 1, 2, 3,4, ...... )
2. Please, correct the line spacing between the section and subsection (e.g. 2.1, 2.2, 2.3,
24, ... )
3. Please, remove italics (e.g. 2.3, ..... )

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.

Yes, | think this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound, as it follows a clear
and logical approach to assess carbon emissions from the construction of a power line,
focusing on a specific and measurable aspect—direct emissions from the degradation of plant
cover. It correctly highlights the role of vegetation in carbon sequestration, emphasizing the
importance of preserving these natural carbon reservoirs. However, please try to improve the
overall manuscript quality, especially if you are aiming for an IF journal, and ensure accuracy in
the reference section.

Please, correct the superscript and subscript in this manuscript.

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

Not all the references are recent. Some references DOl numbers are missing. Please try to use
updated data. IEEE or any scientific style is recommended.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Extensive editing of the English language is required.

Optional/General comments
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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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