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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.


	Analysing the stability of diaphragm walls in the Niger Delta is essential for preventing erosion and protecting infrastructure. To forecast wall performance and improve coastal protection systems' safety, durability, and cost-effectiveness, engineers employ a finite element stress-based approach.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract should begin with two or three sentences giving the background of the study and should finally highlight the most important main results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not sufficient and it is preferable to add modern sources that contain recent studies dating back to the last five years
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	The language of the article is generally understandable.
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	1- The authors should more clearly and comprehensively explain what makes this study unique compared to previous research. Highlighting specific contributions in this area would strengthen the manuscript.

2- The research gap through the necessity of the current work is not properly and concisely explained in the paper.

3- The introduction could be improved by structuring it more clearly.
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