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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Why not the reference does numbers start with [1] from the introduction? It gives a
loss reference. So | think that there is a missing references number in the section
[e.g. 13 missing].

In the abstract, it should be given the opening of USDH - 48 and USBLH - 84 (e.g.
What does USBLH - 84 mean?)

Thanks for the corrections. The references starting with [1} have already been
provided in manuscript.

Insert in abstract: US DH-48 for collection of suspended sediment samples
and US BLH-84 used to collect samples bed load

Optional/General comments

The method of the research is detailed. This is very good...

Thank you.
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