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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript has potential attractiveness for international audience. The introduction is not correctly elaborated. The methodology is not clear and well defined, especially the calculation of shadow prices for social revenue and cost. There is no policy implications and discussions in the manuscript!
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	Deep revisions needed
The manuscript has potential attractiveness for international audience.

The article is well structured: 

- The introduction is not correctly elaborated; 

- The methodology is not clear and well defined, but the sub-section "study area" should be developed to include the physical characteristics of the study area; hypothesis should be stated in materials & methods.

- The findings are obtained by various statistical methods and not validated by comparing results with similar studies;

- The conclusion is not relevant and supported by several policy implications.

- The reference list is too rich. 

However, there are many linguistic and syntactic mistakes in this article. These should be fixed to enhance the quality of the article.
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