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PART 1: Review Comments

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
(1) The origin of Fig. 1.1 should be indicated in figure

caption.
(2) Fig. 2.1 – Fig. 2.5 are unclear.
(3) There are some spelling and grammar mistakes

in this paper.
(4) GIS is not an approach. It is a tool. So I

recommend the authors to revise their
expression about GIS in this paper.

Minor REVISION comments (1) While considering the changing trend of impairedstreams from 1996 to 2004, it had better to overlapFig. 2.1 – Fig. 2.5 and label the changing area withdifferent colours using GIS, so that the changingtrend can be better exhibited.
Optional/General comments This paper employed statistical data and remote sensingimages to analyze the environmental impact of coalmining in West Virginia. This research is interesting andimportant from the view of ecological and environmentalprotection.
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