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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is important for the scientific community as it presents a holistic framework for sustainable water resource management by integrating ecological, social, and spiritual dimensions. By applying the Nature–Man–Spirit Complex to traditional water systems, it highlights the scientific value of indigenous knowledge and community-based practices. The study offers meaningful insights for developing culturally sensitive and sustainable water management strategies in the face of growing water scarcity and climate change.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	It clearly reflects the core theme of the manuscript by emphasizing sustainable water resource management and its analysis through the Nature–Man–Spirit Complex, which is the central theoretical framework of the study. The title is academic, precise, and appropriately signals the interdisciplinary nature of the research, making it relevant and appealing to scholars in environmental studies, anthropology, and sustainability science.
	

	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 and clearly outlines the background, objective, methodology, and key conclusions of the study. However, it could be slightly strengthened by briefly naming the two case studies (Subak and Ruza systems) to improve specificity and by adding one clear line on the broader scientific or policy relevance of the findings. Other than this minor refinement, no major additions or deletions are required.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and correct. The concepts are accurately presented, the methodology is appropriate for a review-based study, and the interpretations are well supported by credible and peer-reviewed literature. The arguments are logically developed, and the application of the Nature–Man–Spirit Complex to traditional water management systems is consistent with established scientific and anthropological understanding.

	

	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, relevant, and appropriately cited, with a good balance of classical works and recent studies (including publications up to 2024). They adequately support the theoretical framework and the case studies discussed.
As a minor suggestion, the manuscript could be further strengthened by adding one or two very recent (2023–2025) references specifically focusing on climate change adaptation, nature-based solutions, or indigenous water governance from interdisciplinary sustainability or environmental policy journals. This would enhance the manuscript’s contemporary relevance but is not essential for its scientific validity.

	

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

	
Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and well-structured, with appropriate academic tone and terminology. Only very minor grammatical or stylistic refinements may be needed, but these do not affect the clarity or scientific quality of the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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