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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Your manuscript is interesting worthy of investigation but I think the following areas can be improved.  

a. The topic is too broad. 

b. Your interpretation is solely based on the 2D and 3D maps produced in your studies. There is no comparism of your 

results with similar works done in the study area or elsewhere.  

c. There is no follow-up data collection at area between sampling points to verify the prediction of the maps (models) that 

would allow for informed interpretation.  

d. Your interpretation and conclusion are therefore very speculative.  

e. The map of the study area is poorly presented  

f. There are some grammatical errors that must be corrected.  

To improve the quality of the manuscript, I suggest the following: 
(1) Add the study area to the topic to make it specific (eg; Geospatial Interpolation of Gold Anomalies in the Wassa-Amenfi 

District of Ghana: Kriging Verse Inverse Distance Weight) 

(2) Take few samples within the areas predicted by the kriging and IDW methods and plot them on the produced map to 

verify the accuracy of their predictions.  

(3) Read and compare your findings with similar works done within the study area and/or elsewhere.  

(4) Explain why one method is better than the other using the results of your study as well as the different mathematical 

equations behind the two methods.  

(5) Clearly show your study area (and if possible the sample points) on the map.  
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