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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 contributes to the scientific community by presenting a structured numerical investigation of the one-dimensional Saint-Venant equations using finite volume methods with β-Rusanov and HLL flux schemes.  By combining classical shallow water modeling with a clear computational implementation, the study offers a useful reference framework for researchers and students working in computational fluid dynamics and hydrological modeling. The comparative analysis of two widely used numerical fluxes provides insight into their qualitative behavior, stability, and diffusion characteristics in simplified flood scenarios. Moreover, the work serves as a pedagogical foundation that can support further extensions toward more realistic flood modeling incorporating topography, friction, and source terms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Good, but they have to change the 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.


	1. Clarify the Mathematical Model
2. Reduce Emphasis on “Trigonometry”
3. Add Numerical Details
4. Avoid Overstated Claims
5. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The modeling framework and numerical approach are theoretically sound; however, the absence of validation studies, stability discussion, and quantitative error analysis weakens the scientific robustness of the results. Thus, the work can be considered conceptually correct but requiring major revision to meet standard scientific publication criteria.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list appears limited in both scope and recency. While foundational texts on shallow water equations and classical numerical schemes are presumably cited, the current selection:

· Does not sufficiently cover recent advances in numerical methods for shallow water and flood modeling (last 5–10 years).

· Lacks references to contemporary well-balanced and high-resolution schemes, which are widely used in modern flood simulations.

· Does not include recent benchmark studies or standard test cases that are relevant for validation.

In its present form, the reference list may be adequate for introductory context but is not sufficient for a research-level article.


	

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


	The overall English quality of the manuscript Ms_CJAST_153443

is not yet suitable for scholarly communications. While the general meaning is understandable, the manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, formatting inconsistencies, and unclear mathematical descriptions that reduce clarity and professionalism.
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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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