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Compulsory REVISION comments 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

-The proposed article on soil erodability in the La Villa-Panama river basin is very interesting 

even if it is not original. The approach is convincing, and the results are promising, particularly in 

terms of efficient management of these lands. But some points deserve to be improved, 

particularly the analytical aspect. 

-The many spelling mistakes should absolutely be corrected (indicated in the text). 

-The bibliography must be harmonized in the text and in the list, and it will be better if you add 

another research that has dealt with the subject well. 

The other remarks are made in the body of the text. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
There are no remarks on the fundamental level. Only it lacks the analytical and 

explanatory spirit. 
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