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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.


	This study provides a rare national-scale field inventory of water sources in Bhutan, combining geospatial mapping with household-level dependency and local perception data. Such a comprehensive dataset is important for Himalayan water research, particularly in the context of climate change and water security in mountainous regions. The findings also highlight the growing vulnerability of springs and other water sources due to drying, serving as a valuable baseline for future hydrological and policy interventions. While the conceptual depth on vulnerability could be strengthened, the empirical contribution and data coverage are significant and relevant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the scope of the study. However, the term “vulnerability” is used in a descriptive manner within the manuscript and may not fully align with vulnerability frameworks in climate science. An alternative could be:
“Mapping Household Dependency and Drying Risk of Water Sources in Bhutan”
However, the current title can still be accepted.
	

	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 clear and complete in terms of background, methods, and key findings. However, it could better clarify how vulnerability was defined and measured. The current abstract implies vulnerability without formal conceptualization, which may lead to ambiguity for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in data collection and descriptive analysis. The inventory methodology and field-based mapping are appropriate and robust. However, the conceptual framing of vulnerability is limited and reduced mainly to drying status, without incorporating exposure–sensitivity–adaptive capacity or governance dimensions used in climate vulnerability literature. Household dependency is treated only as a numerical count, without disaggregation by purpose, intensity, seasonality, or substitution options. Strengthening these aspects would enhance analytical depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and include recent works relevant to Himalayan hydrology and climate change. Some additional recent works on water vulnerability frameworks (e.g., IPCC AR6, water security indices, spring-shed revitalization studies) could be considered to strengthen conceptual framing.
	

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


	The manuscript is clearly written and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor polishing could improve flow in the discussion section, but no major language issues were found.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors are encouraged to better differentiate between drying (status), dependency (pressure), and vulnerability (multi-dimensional risk) to improve conceptual rigor. A brief clarification of perception-based data limitations and methodological choices would also be beneficial.
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