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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 (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.


	The manuscript addresses an emerging and highly relevant issue: urban drought adaptation through climate-resilient landscape design. It explores how xeriscaping strategies can enhance ecological sustainability, biodiversity, and water efficiency in rapidly urbanizing environments such as Istanbul. The study contributes to the understanding of integrating design innovation, ecological science, and data-driven technologies (e.g., IoT and GIS) in managing urban drought challenges. It holds significant value for urban planners, environmental scientists, and policymakers seeking sustainable approaches to climate adaptation in metropolitan contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear, specific, and reflects the scope and objectives of the manuscript accurately. It effectively combines the main components spatial design, urban drought, and climate-adaptive xeriscaping.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the purpose, design strategies, and sustainability implications of xeriscaping in drought-prone urban areas. However, it could be improved by clarifying the methodology used for selecting and analyzing the literature, as this is a review article. The author may also briefly highlight key outcomes or conceptual insights derived from the review for better completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and presents a coherent synthesis of existing knowledge. The arguments are logical and supported by relevant literature. However, the study could benefit from specifying its literature review process such as selection criteria, database sources, and time frame to enhance scientific rigor. Figures and tables (e.g., Figure 4, Table 2) should be better integrated into the discussion for stronger analytical depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes credible institutional and academic sources such as UN-Habitat and NASA. However, some references are over a decade old. To increase the paper’s currency, the author may consider incorporating more recent works (2021–2025) on sustainable urban design, climate adaptation, and xeriscaping in Mediterranean regions.
Suggested addition areas:
· Recent publications on “nature-based solutions for urban drought.”

Studies on “IoT and smart irrigation in xeriscape management.”
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is generally well written and easy to understand. The language is academic and professional, though a few minor grammatical and typographical issues (e.g., “impModeratence”) should be corrected through proofreading. Minor editing for sentence clarity and conciseness is recommended, but overall readability is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers an important conceptual contribution by linking ecological design with sustainable water management. The integration of biodiversity, urban sustainability, and technology provides a multidimensional perspective. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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