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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.


	A thorough grasp of hydrological cycles and how they react to both natural and man interventions is necessary for the scientific community to gain insights for efficient management of water resources. An overview of the simulation concepts of the HECH-HMS Model is available. Recognize that SWAT, HEC, HBV, and PED are semi-distributed hydrological models used to simulate runoff, and that NSE, PBIAS, and R2 are performance measures that indicate which model performs best among various software programs. Furthermore, one learns that SWAT and HECH-HMS are infiltration excess models, whereas HBV and PED are saturation excess models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. There are even more options to replace this title.
	

	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.


	Indeed, it is all-inclusive. It will sound more abstract if a concrete idea regarding the main research findings is added, moving from a narrow to a larger idea. The abstract section should provide the approach, model inputs and outputs, data preparation, and test procedure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct, as evidenced by several study articles conducted under various situations, at various times, and in various locations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is evident from the reference section that over forty-four references are utilized, and the most of them are recent, including one article from 2023. Ideally, the researcher would have incorporated more recent references from 2024 and 2025. It is necessary to cite the references in numbered form and to number them in the reference section.
	

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


	Yes, even if there are certain voice and tense issues that begin in the abstract and proper indentation issues at the headings of the HEC-HMS model passage segments, it is appropriate for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article's reviewer did an excellent job of understanding the various papers on the HECH-HMS model, but it would be better if the technique reviews and input and output data reviews of the models were included. Data testing and the techniques utilized for rectification must also be presented. It would also be beneficial for this article review to include explanations of topics like saturation excess, infiltration excess models, continuous simulation, and event-based models.
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