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	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 tends to explain how urban resources can be effectively transformed into long-term rural benefits through institutional mechanisms rather than short-term projects. It provides empirical evidence on why some urban–rural integration efforts succeed while others fail. It also proposes practical guidance for policymakers to design more sustainable, fair, and scalable integration strategies that reduce persistent urban–rural inequality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	The abstract is slightly long and dense; it should be written in a paragraph.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific correctness is questionable. The manuscript lacks strong and traceable proof that the collected data are valid. For e.g., the evidence is described but not demonstrated, and the numbers are not clear (“40–60 interviews”, “4–6 projects”). 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are up to date but insufficient.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The genuineness of the results and outcome are questionable. Also, there are some formatting issues regarding the manuscript. Some of the paragraph uses bullet points while some use numbering.
The manuscript currently does not clearly demonstrate ethical compliance on the informed consent of 40-60 semi-structured interviews as well as the confidentiality and anonymity
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