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Addition comment/guide to the author for: 

 

 
1. Abstract:  

2. Introduction: 

Why the authors choose two methods: (a) dispersion coefficient and (b) dark target over urban and 

rural, respectively? Please cite previous studies that apply those methods and effectiveness of those 

studies. Could you explain your selection for used methods and study area based on previous studies? 

3. Methods: 

4. Results: 

In subsection 4.1.2 and 4.2.2, Please show what percentage is within the limit of EE is accepted. 

5. Discussion: 

Please discuss about the accuracy of archived results of each method and suitability for each study area. 

6. References: 

 

 


