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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 offers valuable insights into soil erosion modeling in tropical catchments using widely accepted empirical models (USLE and MUSLE). It highlights the degradation challenges affecting reservoir functionality in Indonesia, thus serving as a useful reference for hydrologists, environmental planners, and watershed managers. The use of both USLE and MUSLE methods allows for comparative analysis and strengthens the applicability of the results in land-use planning.
	

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

	
Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the content of the chapter clearly.
	

	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 broadly covers the aim, methodology, and main findings. However, it would benefit from improved structure and grammar. I suggest:
· Clearly stating the study period and data sources.
· Replacing "it has an important role..." with “The Delingan Reservoir plays an important role...”.
· Clarifying the comparison between USLE and MUSLE findings in the abstract itself.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The use of USLE and MUSLE is appropriate and the data processing is coherent. However, the methodology could be better organized, with clearer steps and improved transitions. Inclusion of uncertainty analysis or error margins would enhance the robustness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally sufficient but could benefit from a few more recent international sources on erosion modeling (post-2020), especially for the MUSLE model or similar applications in Southeast Asia. Consider:
· Nearing, M.A. et al. (2017). “Modeling soil erosion by water: Recent advances and future directions”. Geomorphology.
	

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

	
The manuscript requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and clarity. Some sentences are long, repetitive, or awkwardly phrased. It is recommended to seek professional English editing or native speaker review.


	

	Optional/General comments

	  Figures and tables should be better referenced and discussed in the text.
  The conclusion and recommendations are relevant, but the authors could emphasize practical implications more.
  The abstract and introduction need linguistic improvements.

The manuscript addresses a relevant environmental issue and uses appropriate methods. It needs language polishing, slight methodological clarification, and some restructuring to improve readability.
	






	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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