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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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 provides an extensive review of pivot weirs, a significant hydraulic structure used for flow measurement and regulation. The paper consolidates findings from various studies, making it a valuable reference for researchers in hydraulic engineering.
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	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 provides a concise summary of the study. However, the following improvements are recommended:
· Specify the objective of the review more clearly.

· Include a brief mention of the methodologies analyzed.

· Avoid passive voice to enhance readability.

· Clearly highlight the main conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents scientifically sound information. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Formatting inconsistencies were observed. Ensure all references are properly formatted.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript requires minor grammatical and syntactical improvements
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript would benefit from a structured discussion section where key findings are compared across different studies.
· A future research section summarizing gaps in the literature would be valuable.
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