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	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 manuscript provides an overview of how some legal and institutional aspects affect the governance and operating system of cooperatives. The qualitative analysis mentions financial and technical obstacles that hinder the implementation of governance.

Focused on decision-making analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, I suggest adding the study area to the 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.


	No, Specific data is missing, for example the period of data collection, analysis design…
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but it presents several things that should be added:

· The selection criteria for the sites and participants.

· The data analysis process (software, coding, validation, and observation, etc.).

· In the results, we expected to see this qualitative analysis.

· Certain phrases or paragraphs feel repetitive, which could condense the information.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, there are discrepancies in the text and the final list.

I think they should add a little more to enrich the water governance literature.

Review the highlighted references.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	INTRODUCTION:
· The way to cite when there are several authors, normally the author et al., year.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
· In the documentary research section, the objective of synthesizing articles and technical reports, or what was expected, is unclear. It is not clear what information was relevant for conducting the "cross-synthesis." It is necessary to document what information was sought or extracted.

· The time period of the study does not indicate when it was conducted or the length of the interviews, but this is important because it provides a time frame for the agricultural landscape.

· Basic elements of cartography in figure 1.

· It does not present how the results of the qualitative data were used.

· For more observation see manuscript. 

RESULTS

· In the tables, which parts of the currency represent the values, dollars? This section should mention the currency exchange rate.
DISCUSION

· In some sections, the information sounds repetitive.

· Since this is a discussion, the literature needs further integration, but it is also understandable that there may be limitations due to the area of analysis.

· The results of the qualitative analysis are lacking to support what is stated, since, as the author points out, it is largely speculation.

Other comments in the manuscript.
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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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