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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

The paper “Impact of Climate Change on Arid Region: Case Study of Rajasthan” is 
very interesting and its issues are in line with the focus of the journal. The paper is 
well written and has a sufficient length and a suitable arrangement. References are 
current and sufficient. 

The shortcomings are mainly of a formal nature: 

1.      The conclusion is too poor regarding the interest content; the conclusion must 
be rewritten. Because of the conclusion, summarize everything you have already 
written. Emphasize the most important findings from your study and restate why 
they matter. State what you learned and end with the most important thing you 
want the reader to take away from the paper. From the conclusion, a reader should 
be able to understand the gist of your whole study, including your results and their 
significance. 

2.     Some references are not cited carefully, for example: 

 Reference 1 is a collective book where authors “ Vijai Shanker Singh, Deep 
Narayan Pandey, Anil K. Gupta and N. H. Ravindranath “ are not listed 

 Reference 2 is a newspaper article the main author “Bishwanath Ghosh » 
is not listed as the link of the paper has changed 

Please verify the references and write them a correct style. 
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