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Please see attached Word document using “Track 

Changes” to view my specific line by line comments 

on this manuscript. 

 

This article is very difficult to read, includes a lot of 

vague information in the Methods section and is not 

well referenced. The Methods section is extremely 

unorganized making it unclear how scientifically 

sound the research work is. Writing throughout 

needs major editing for clarity and conciseness.  

 

The conclusions are extremely weak. There is no 

mention of regions which could support additional 

industrial cropland.  

 

Text is continually repeated throughout.  

 

 
 
Ok, the article revised, updated and the 
whole comments and suggestions have 
been considered. Many changes and 
corrections are made. In addition all the 
figures reproduced. So the article 
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