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	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.


	This manuscript is an insightful study into the Prioritization of Kiile watershed to identifying Erosion prone areas in Arunachal Pradesh, India. As a mountainous region, the need to investigate the erosion prone areas using geospatial technology cannot be overemphasized. Therefore, this research is both novel and useful to the scientific communities in agricultural science, soil science, environmental science and related fields. The quantitative morphometric analyses of GIS-based methods applied in this manuscript are essential for sustainable watershed management and conservation planning in this region. In that regard, this manuscript is a commendable attempt to contribute towards soil and water based research that will enrich scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this manuscript is detailed and informative but slightly long. It accurately reflects the content but could be made more concise for journal readability. Therefore, I suggest the following titles: 
1. Morphometric and GIS-based Prioritization of Sub-watersheds for Erosion Risk Assessment in the Kiile Watershed, Arunachal Pradesh, India.

2.  GIS and Morphometric Analysis for Erosion-prone Sub-watershed Prioritization in the Kiile Basin, Arunachal Pradesh.   
	

	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 okay and well organized; it aligns with the journal’s specifications. It judiciously summarized the research’s objectives, methods, and results without exposing too much information. It is also concise and comprehensive to anyone, even those without expertise in this research field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and  methodologically correct. The morphometric parameters were computed using standard well-cited formulae from classical geomorphological studies. The interpretation of results aligns with hydrological and geomorphological theorys, figures and tables were detailed and properly referenced. A minor issue is that the discussion could be strengthened by including comparative assessment with similar studies in other Himalayan or Northeastern watersheds. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and recent, spanning from foundational works (Horton, Strahler) to recent studies. The citation style is consistent and follows the journal’s specification. However, the reference list could benefit from a few more 2023-2025 studies on GIS-intergrated morphometric prioritization and erosion modelling to emphasize contemporary relevance.
	

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


	The English Language level is good without any noticed grammatical errors.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a technically rigorous and well communicated manuscript. The integration of morphometric parameter with GIS for prioritizing Sub-Watersheds is appropriate and valuable. The methodology is reproducible, and the findings are clearly presented. With minor improvement in comparative discussion, and inclusion of the latest studies, the manuscript would make a strong contribution to hydrology and geomorphology research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript that i am aware of.
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