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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 is scientifically important because it presents a rare, high-resolution, year-long hydrodynamic analysis of surface current variability in a monsoon-dominated tropical estuary where long-term observations are limited. The integration of validated numerical modeling with field-based current measurements improves confidence in the results and strengthens the understanding of tide–monsoon–estuary interactions. The study provides critical baseline information for interpreting sediment transport, coastal erosion, water quality dynamics, and ecological processes in the Kawal Estuary and similar coastal systems. In addition, the modeling approach and seasonal tidal analysis offer a transferable framework for future hydrodynamic studies in data-scarce tropical and Southeast Asian coastal regions.

	

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

	The present title is generally understandable, but it can be improved for scientific clarity, precision, and impact. 
Seasonal Variability of Surface Currents in the Kawal Estuary, Bintan Island, Indonesia: A Hydrodynamic Modeling Approach
	

	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 is largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the aim, methodology, study area, modeling approach, validation, key results, and conclusions. However, minor revisions are recommended to further enhance clarity, balance, and scientific impact.
The description of tidal phases (flood, high, ebb, low; spring and neap) is informative but slightly detailed for an abstract. You may condense this into a single sentence to improve readability.
The conclusion is appropriate; however, it could be strengthened by more explicitly linking the findings to sediment transport processes, coastal management applications, and estuarine ecosystem sustainability, which are of broad interest to the scientific community
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Based on its objectives, methodology, analysis, and interpretation, the manuscript is scientifically sound and generally correct. The application of the MIKE 21/3 FM model, validated boundary conditions, and comparison with observational data supports the reliability of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The current reference list includes several foundational and relevant sources, especially classic works on monsoon systems and hydrodynamic modeling (e.g., Wyrtki, Gordon et al., DHI manuals). However, many references are relatively older or regional, and there are recent (2024–2025) studies on surface circulation, monsoon-driven dynamics, and numerical modeling in Southeast Asian waters that could strengthen the manuscript’s literature foundation.
Papers on monsoon dynamics and their variability (e.g., transitional monsoon effects on surface currents in Bangka Strait, or broader monsoon variability and oceanographic conditions) can improve context in the Introduction or Discussion.
Suggested recent Reference
Kusumawardani et al. (2024) investigated surface current characteristics in the Bangka Strait using a hydrodynamic model, which offers a regional comparison to your study’s approach and findings. 
Rahman & Rahaman (2024) examined the impact of bathymetry on Indian Ocean circulation using a nested regional model, relevant for contextualizing regional current drivers.
	

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

	The manuscript’s overall language and English quality are understandable and generally suitable for scholarly communication. Most sentences convey the intended meaning, and technical terms are correctly used.

Minor grammatical errors and inconsistent use of singular/plural nouns or tenses appear throughout.


	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript provides a clear and scientifically sound study on seasonal surface currents in the Kawal Estuary, combining hydrodynamic modeling with observational validation. The topic is relevant for coastal management and estuarine ecosystem understanding, and the results are clearly presented. Minor improvements in language, transitional flow, figure clarity, and inclusion of recent (2023–2025) literature would enhance readability and context, but overall, the study makes a valuable contribution and is suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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