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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 (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.


	The research has both scientific and practical significance because it examines the characteristics of several pilot projects. Today, climate change adaptation projects will ensure the sustainable development of future economic sectors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable
	

	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.


	1. The author should deepen the abstract of the article. Clear information about the materials used in the research, methods, and obtained results should be provided. Currently, the abstract consists of ordinary general statements.

2. The article’s keywords should consist of at least six words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not fully scientifically justified, and details have not been provided.
General information should be avoided in the introduction; the results of previous studies and projects should be clearly and accurately described in a few sentences.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is short, and both foreign and domestic studies should be evaluated. For example, at least 5 studies should be included.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is clear.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In section 2.1 of the Materials and Methods, government decisions and strategies are analyzed, but it is not clearly stated at what stage they currently are and why we are conducting this research.
2. In section 2.3, the activities of collaborators from the two countries are generally evaluated. However, details are not explained. That is, specific tasks and approaches to these tasks should be discussed.

3. In section 3.1, why was the forecasting and reliability of the conducted work not evaluated?

4. The conclusion ends with general statements. However, the results obtained in this study should be specifically stated separately, and several recommendations related to these results should be written afterward.

5. In section 3.3, why were the causes of the identified shortcomings not explained? That is, the benefits and drawbacks of a project were not detailed, nor was it clearly expressed why they occurred
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

It is not
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