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1. Line 53, I think the reference Keller and Frischknecht is 
not 1989 but it is 1966, please re-check it. 
2. line 57, Telford ,et al is not  in 2009, I think it is in the 
nineteenth (please re-check it again) 
3. line 58 need editing 
4. line 60 factor of anisotropy 
5.line 67 (please replace the word disposition by 
configurations or arrays in the whole article) 
6. The author did not use much more references, so the 
article is very poor according to the references which discuss 
the phenomena of anisotropy and paradox of anisotropy 
theoretically.  
7. There are no figures illustrating the ellipses and the 
variations of resistivity azimuthally. Table. 1 is not enough 
for illustration. 
8. Discussion and Conclusion are weak. 
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