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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 manuscript provides an excellent synthesis of the geological, hydrological, and historical evolution of the St. Lawrence River and Seaway system, which represents one of the most significant waterways in North America. The chapter links geological formation processes and glacial history with modern navigation, trade, and environmental management, offering a multidisciplinary perspective valuable to geographers, environmental scientists, and policy analysts. It also provides a well-documented narrative of the anthropogenic and ecological challenges associated with the St. Lawrence Seaway, such as invasive species, sedimentation, and shoreline erosion. Overall, it is an informative and scientifically robust contribution that enhances understanding of continental-scale waterway systems and transboundary management.
	

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

	Yes, the title is concise, descriptive, and aligns with the content.
Alternative (optional): “Geological and Environmental Perspectives on the St. Lawrence Seaway and Gulf of Saint Lawrence.”
	

	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, the abstract accurately summarizes the historical development, geological background, and economic importance of the St. Lawrence Seaway.
Suggestion: Consider a slightly clearer statement of the study’s dual objectives near the end of the abstract to guide readers (these are well described later in the introduction).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The manuscript demonstrates sound scholarship, accurate interpretation of geological and hydrological data, and correct referencing. The scientific explanations regarding glacial history, sedimentary formations, and estuarine dynamics are appropriate and consistent with current understanding. The historical and environmental accounts are well integrated with primary references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Mostly yes. The references include seminal and contemporary works up to 2020.
Optional suggestion: The author may consider adding 1–2 recent studies (post-2020) on environmental restoration or invasive species management in the Great Lakes–St. Lawrence system to update context.
	

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

	Yes. The language is fluent, formal, and well-suited for an academic publication. Minor typographical or stylistic edits (e.g., consistent capitalization in figure captions) may further polish the final version.




	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript stands out for its clarity and depth in integrating geology, geography, and human-environment interaction. The inclusion of maps and figures enhances comprehension. The discussion of post-glacial rebound, the Laurentian Channel, and the “Save the River” environmental campaign provides valuable case studies in sustainable waterway management. I recommend minor revisions mainly for style and minor updates to references.
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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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