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	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.


	Scour protection systems is to provide a structured synthesis of the hydraulic performance of each major protection category.

 Methods with respect to design complexity, construction practicality, durability, and economic considerations.

 Scour protection systems is used to enhance the monitoring protocols, standardised performance benchmarking, and the integration of real-time structural health monitoring processes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes . Advantages, appliactions, and limitations are provided with calender years. Though content flow or order of flow should be ensured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. This review has sequentially analysed the chief methods presented for local scour protection at bridge foundations, encompassing riprap and granular armour, and hybrid combinations etc.,
The field of scour monitoring technology is revised by technical advances happening  after the review numerous of this work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent insight relevant references may be included in Introduction section, Overview of Scour Protection Strategies, and Comparative Analysis of Protection Methods sections.
if needed closely related references of this present work may be cited,

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2023.03.304,

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2024.129755
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2023.106095
	

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


	English grammar is to be ensured through the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Opted key words may be provided. (4 to 6 words),
Overview of Scour Protection Strategies section flow chart or process flow may be incorporated to get better understanding of reader.
Relevant diagrams or layout may be provided with appropriate citations may be provided to get clarity of review in needed sections. 

Conclusion may be drawn in a systematic order either technology wise or calender year wise.
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