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	Author’s Feedback (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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
	

	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.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	The paper addresses an important and timely topic—integrated water resource management in arid regions—especially in light of growing concerns over water security and climate uncertainty. The research is thoughtfully conducted and well documented, and the authors should be commended for tackling such a complex and multidimensional issue.

That said, there are a few areas where the paper could be strengthened to enhance its overall clarity and impact:
1. Expert Panel Selection Criteria (Section 3.1)
While the involvement of a multidisciplinary expert panel is a clear strength, the paper would benefit from greater transparency regarding the selection criteria. Were experts selected based on domain expertise, regional experience, institutional affiliation, or other factors? A brief table or appendix listing panel composition would enhance the reproducibility and credibility of the process.

2. Contextual Background on Water Governance (Section 4.3)
The case study analysis is compelling, but the section would be enriched by a more detailed contextual discussion of the institutional and governance environments in each case region. This would better situate the success pathways identified and allow readers to understand transferability potential across different political or administrative settings.

3. Comparative Literature Discussion (Section 5)
The discussion convincingly outlines the shift in paradigm and practical implications. However, it would be strengthened by more explicit comparison with findings from other recent empirical studies on IWRM or resilience-based water governance in ASARs. Do the outcomes align with those in similar regions? Are there any notable divergences, and if so, what might explain them?

4. Terminology Clarification
Terms such as “implementation science” and “adaptive governance” are central to the manuscript, but their use could benefit from clearer definitions early in the text for interdisciplinary audiences. Some readers may not be familiar with their operational meanings in this context.

5. Editing and Language Precision
While the manuscript is generally well written, there are occasional grammatical inconsistencies and awkward phrasings—particularly in the introduction and abstract. 
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