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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 is relevant and strategically important in sustainable development, particularly on areas where sedimentation affect rivers, coastal zone as well as reservoir.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is fit or suitable for what the researcher intended to measure.
	

	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 is not comprehensive, it lacked detail information.
-Each objective should include methods used.

-Presentation of the findings should be based on the objectives (e.g., objective 1, 2. 3…) 
The methodology:

-How was the river current measure?

-How and what tools did you used for cross sectional area assessment or evaluation?

-What equipment or tool was used for Bathymetric operation? 
-How did runoff and sediment computed?

-Are the discharged values 711.73M3 and 1594.74M3 you mentioned, are per second (M3/s),  per day, or total volumes? Clarify the unit.

-Was sediment deposition measurement cumulative or seasonal?

-Which of the regression was used for the analysis? Check your materials & methods and answer the questions.
-Sentences are lengthy

-Check grammar 

-Provide conclusion and link both conclusion & recommendations to the objectives.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Not really, it requires scientific understanding. 
-The introduction lacks global, regional and local background information about sediment deposition issues.
-Citations error: The reference indicating APA referencing style should be apply in the citations.
-Long sentences should be corrected.
-Lack of literature review of the related work global, regional, and local

-The study objectives should come after review of literature.
-Data analysis presentation is not clear nor readable (see page 10 & 14) 
-Can you be specific by indicating the regression used and why?

-Your results presentations should following your objectives. The tables found in pages 16 and 17 should sent to the related objectives. 
-Report on the velocity values (0.61m/s and 76m/s), 76m/s is extremely high for river flow, recheck your measurement.

-There is no discussion of the findings. The manuscript should discuss the result with strong arguments and recent citations in the discussion.
Provide recommendations, gap, and conclusion after discussion.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript requires more references to support the findings with recent citations. 

The following are reference materials provided for global and regional contributes.
Global materials: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10933-021-00217-6; https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-17-1743-2025; 
Regional materials:  https:/​/​doi.org/​10.2110/​001c.124125; DOI: 10.1080/02626660209493024
Local materials:  https://doi.org/10.3390/fluids6030124;  

https://doi.org/10.1007/s42241-023-0022-2. 

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Grammatical errors are found in Abstract, background, materials & methods, and results presentations (e.g., River sediment deposition, Meteorological Data, independent test in page 15, etc.).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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