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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
It is an interesting article aiming to illustrate the current situation of Bench Terraces in 
Southern Zone of Tigray Region with the help of performance evaluation. Moreover, I find 
that this topic is within the scope of Asian Journal of Environment & Ecology and should be 
of interest to its readership.  I therefore recommend that the article be accepted with minor 
modification. 
 
I think ONE point need to be added to the section 4. CONCLUSION AND 
RECOMMENDATION. What kind of specification should a standard BTs meet with or be 
recommended? Meanwhile, it is much better if the author should explain how the measure 
of “multipurpose biological SWC on the top and bottom of the bench and the water 
availability problem should be rectified by a responsible body.”  be carried out in the future.  
 

Thank you for your review comments and corrections. 
 
I have included the references that describe the recommended specifications 
and suitability including soil type and depth, slope, population, rainfall etc. of 
BTs in the conclusion part. 
 
The measures of multipurpose biological SWC on the top and bottom of the 
bench and the water availability problem should be rectified by a responsible 
body. A responsible body can be land use policy planners and makers, district 
experts, researchers and the community as a whole. By integrating these 
organizations together it could be easy to implement for stable and 
sustainable BTs with good economic benefit. 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


