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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	· Specificity in Results: The abstract could benefit from more specific details on the findings, such as the number of interviews conducted or any quantitative data collected.

· Terminology Clarification: Acronyms like PBWO (Pangani Basin Water Office) and WRM (Water Resources Management) are used without prior explanation. A brief explanation would help readers unfamiliar with these terms.

· Conclusions and Implications: The abstract mentions the need for education and awareness training but could expand on how this would address the challenges identified or provide broader policy implications.

· Consistency in Language: The term "local water institutions" could be more consistently defined to ensure clarity for readers.

· Keyword Selection: The keywords are relevant but could be more focused. For instance, instead of broad terms like "Conflict resolution," more specific terms like "Water conflict management" might be better.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In General the title is suitable for the content of the manuscript. It effectively reflects the primary focus of the manuscript, which is the examination of the Water Users Association (WUAs) in the Sanya-Kware sub-catchment and their relationship with local water institutions.
However, The title could be made more concise by removing repetitive elements or merging ideas for brevity. For example:


“Functioning and Interface of Water Users Associations with Local Institutions in Sanya-Kware Sub-catchment, Tanzania”


	

	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 generally comprehensive, but it can be made more concise by focusing on the key points. Here are my suggestions:

Clarify Objectives: Briefly state the main research objective or question to provide focus.

Condense Methodology: Simplify the description of methods by mentioning only the primary approaches (e.g., interviews, discussions, field observations) without excessive detail.

Highlight Key Findings: Emphasize the most significant findings, such as the lack of integration between WUAs and local institutions, and the issue of legitimacy.

Implications: Include a brief mention of policy implications or recommendations for improving WUA effectiveness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents scientifically valid findings with well-supported arguments about the challenges facing Water User Associations and the interface with local water institutions in Tanzania. But, one additional clarity on specific concepts like water rights or local conflict mediation processes could enhance the readers' understanding of how these elements intersect within the study context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, seems good and sufficient for this manuscript
	

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


	The language quality of the provided article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are a few areas where improvements could be made: 

Some sentences are lengthy and could be simplified for clarity. 

For example:

· "The formation of WUAs was considered to help unite all water users, solve water conflicts, collect user fees, and manage allocation between competing uses."

· Could be simplified as: "The formation of WUAs aimed to unify water users, resolve conflicts, collect fees, and manage resource allocation."

Minor grammatical adjustments could improve readability. 

For example:

· "Farmers interviewed in the highland area stated that WUAs are an association of few people and, therefore, have no legitimacy..."

· Could be revised to: "Farmers in the highland area stated that WUAs consist of a few individuals and, therefore, lack legitimacy..."
	

	Optional/General comments


	I believe this manuscript needs a minor revision and corrections.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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