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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.


	It is a comparative study about dam break. Actual vs numerical predictions are the main motive of the study. So as usual safety recommendations are also considered.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes suitable
	

	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.


	This portion is not required: Dams play an important role as water reservoirs sources to be utilized during dry seasons. Moreover, they areused for hydropower generation,fishing points, in the recreation activities such as swimming and boating, and source for irrigation waterfor agriculturally enthusiast zones. A dam failure can cause havoc to the developments downstream, loss of life and disruption of its main purpose activities. All natural phenomena taking place around the universe are governed by mathematical laws and functions where each incidence in the phenomenon is represented by a set of independent variables (parameters).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No Numerical study is complete and scientifically, correct without validation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes they are
	

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


	No the English language needs to improve overall. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Section: 1.6 Definition of terms.(page 5-7) unnecessary. 

Detail explanation needed for grid generation (page 20) 

Model description column looks like boundary conditions. Rename properly. (Page 22) 

Fig 9 & 10 looks quite similar. 

Use legend parameter. 

Conclusion is not clearly explained. 

Overall Need major revamping. 
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