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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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1)There are many models mentioned in the introduction of the article. Please introduce the four 
main models separately. 
2)The introduction of the model in the introduction part needs to be clear, rather than a general 
comparison of the tea of each model. 
3)The research purpose of the article is to explore the performance of four different technologies, 
so the relationship between rainfall and sediment is deleted in the conclusion. 

4）Please describe the advantages and disadvantages of the four technical models, and compare 

the four technical models to increase the content of the conclusion. 

5）Please add paragraphs to summarize the research methods used in concise language. 

6）Please briefly discuss the innovation of this study. 

7) For the data collection of the Seinath River in the article, please describe the collection method 
and data analysis method in detail. 
8) For the data obtained from the four models, please add paragraphs for comparative analysis. 
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