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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses a well-known problem in shallow water modeling and presents a straightforward numerical implementation based on the Saint-Venant equations. While the framework is relatively simple, the work shows how classical numerical schemes can be used to simulate the evolution of flooding under controlled conditions. The comparison between the two flux methods adds some practical value to the study. In its current form, the manuscript may be more useful from a methodological or instructional perspective, but it still contributes to the understanding of basic numerical modeling of flood phenomena.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate.


	

	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 gives a clear summary of the purpose of the study, the numerical method used, and the main conclusions. However, it would benefit from adding a few more specific details, such as the simplified assumptions of the model (for example, flat topography and absence of source terms) and the type of boundary conditions applied. Clarifying these points would help readers better understand the scope and limitations of the work. In general, the abstract is well structured, but it could be slightly more precise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a general perspective, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in terms of the formulation of the one-dimensional Saint-Venant equations and the use of the finite volume method for numerical resolution. The mathematical framework is consistent, and the comparison between the two flux schemes is conceptually correct. However, the scientific depth could be strengthened by including additional validation tests or quantitative error analysis. Overall, the study is scientifically correct, but further analysis would improve its robustness.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript cover the main classical works related to the Saint-Venant equations and finite volume methods, and they are generally relevant to the topic. However, most of the cited literature is not very recent. It would strengthen the paper to include a few more up-to-date references, especially recent studies on shallow water models and modern numerical schemes. This would help better position the work within the context of current research developments.


	

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


	The English used in the manuscript is generally understandable, and the scientific content can be followed without major difficulty. However, there are several grammatical mistakes and some sentences that sound awkward or unclear. A careful language revision, preferably by a native speaker or a professional editing service, would significantly improve the overall quality and readability of the paper.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript presents a clear and organized numerical study of a flooding problem based on the one-dimensional Saint-Venant equations. The methodology is standard and correctly applied, and the paper is structured in a logical way. Expanding the discussion and strengthening the numerical evaluation would increase the scientific value of the work. With careful revision and language improvement, the manuscript could be significantly enhanced.
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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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