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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by advancing a mechanism-oriented understanding of urban–rural integration, moving beyond outcome-based assessments that dominate existing literature. By developing a process model grounded in multi-actor governance and institutional arrangements, the study offers a robust analytical framework for examining how resources are transformed into shared and sustainable benefits. Its qualitative, theory-building approach enriches comparative regional development research and provides transferable insights applicable to other rapidly urbanizing contexts. The findings also bridge academic research and policy practice by identifying institutional design principles that can inform inclusive and resilient urban–rural development strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and well-formulated.

	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and suitable for scholarly communication. It clearly presents the research problem, methodological approach, key findings, theoretical contribution, and policy relevance. The flow is logical and aligns well with the expectations of high-quality academic journals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous.

The research design is appropriate for the stated objectives, employing a well-justified multi-case qualitative approach supported by semi-structured interviews, document analysis, and process tracing. The analytical framework is coherent, and the identification of governance mechanisms—resource coordination, benefit linkage, and governance synergy—is logically derived from empirical evidence. The typology development follows accepted theory-building practices and demonstrates internal consistency and analytical depth.

The manuscript correctly situates its contribution within existing urban–rural integration and governance literature, avoids overgeneralization, and clearly distinguishes between empirical findings and theoretical interpretation. Overall, the study meets scholarly standards of validity, transparency, and analytical rigor, and no major scientific inaccuracies are evident.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient, appropriate, and up to date for the scope and objectives of the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication.

The writing is clear, formal, and academically appropriate, with well-structured sentences and precise use of terminology relevant to urban–rural governance, institutional analysis, and qualitative research. The abstract and main arguments are coherent, logically developed, and easy to follow for an academic audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a strong and original contribution to the literature on urban–rural integration by shifting the analytical focus from outcomes to underlying governance mechanisms. The qualitative design is well justified, methodologically rigorous, and theoretically grounded. The typology of integration mechanisms is particularly valuable for comparative research and policy learning. With minor editorial refinements and clearer positioning of theoretical contributions in the conclusion, the paper would be well suited for publication in a high-quality academic journal.
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