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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 book chapter will serve as a valuable resource for environmental scientists, civil engineers, geographers, and policy planners studying North American inland waterways.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title “Eastern Great Lakes Section of the St. Lawrence Seaway” is clear and accurately represents the scope of the book chapter.
	

	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 is comprehensive and summarizes the historical development, geographical coverage, and environmental concerns effectively. However, it may be improved by reducing repetition of sentences about the Welland Canal and environmental issues.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically detailed. The author integrates geological, hydrological, environmental, and infrastructural data effectively. The arguments are coherent, and historical data are well cited. Figures and tables are relevant and enhance comprehension. No major scientific inaccuracies are found.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and recent. The referencing style is consistent.
	

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

	
The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English suitable for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical polishing could further improve readability, especially in the longer historical sections.
Overall, the language quality is good and publication-ready after light proofreading.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript effectively connects engineering heritage with current environmental challenges.

Including a short section on policy implications or future research needs would enhance the conclusion.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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