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1. Round1
1.1. Reviewer I

Reviewer:

The sentence “The discrepancy between the official objectives of these agreements and the actual results reveals a

tR)

fundamental gap...” is well stated but would benefit from referencing empirical studies or reports that document these
discrepancies, to anchor the argument in previous research.

The discussion of Iraq’s geopolitical position is insightful; however, the paragraph could benefit from integrating a
comparative perspective—perhaps mentioning how Iraq’s situation parallels or contrasts with similar regional actors (e.g.,
Lebanon or Jordan) to strengthen analytical depth.

The line “this topic... has been rarely and inadequately explored independently” should be supported by a brief citation
review (1-2 sentences) naming existing works and explaining precisely what gap remains unaddressed. This would strengthen
the study’s originality claim.

The observation “each country seeks to leverage security cooperation to entrench its political or economic sway in Iraq”
could be supported by empirical evidence or case examples (e.g., Turkish base negotiations or Iranian border trade influence)
to substantiate the claim.
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1.2.  Reviewer 2

Reviewer:

The research question “What are the most significant challenges and deficiencies in Iraq’s security agreements...” is relevant
but should be operationalized into sub-questions corresponding to each dimension (institutional, intelligence, border, political—
economic) for methodological transparency.

The authors state “This conceptual framework forms the foundation for analyzing Iraq’s security agreements...” but do not
explicitly map how each theoretical pillar (legal, institutional, structural-perceptual) corresponds to the four analytical
dimensions. A short table or schematic could improve conceptual clarity.

The description “the highest mean belongs to the intelligence dimension (3.51)” is purely descriptive. Include a brief
inferential insight—e.g., whether differences among dimensions are statistically significant—to elevate analytical
sophistication.

The phrase “these structures have facilitated information exchange and decision-making” could be supported with specific
examples or citations of particular committees or agreements (e.g., the Irag—Iran Border Security Committee) to demonstrate
empirical grounding.

The authors mention “intelligence rivalries among neighbors...” but the paragraph remains descriptive. Recommend adding
a theoretical linkage—perhaps using security dilemma or institutional realism concepts—to frame why these rivalries persist
despite cooperation mechanisms.

Authors revised the manuscript and uploaded the document.

2. Revised

Editor’s decision: Accepted.
Editor in Chief’s decision: Accepted.
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