Reviewing #3

#3.1. The manuscript titled Uncertainty sources in a large ensemble of hydrological
projections: Regional Climate Models and Internal Variability matter by Evin et al. is well
written and presents a comprehensive and carefully structured discussion, along with
clearly articulated limitations and conclusions. | particularly appreciated the depth and
clarity of the discussion section. The proposed methodology provides a robust
framework to quantify uncertainties arising from multiple sources, including GCMs,
RCMs, HMs, and internal variability, across different hydrological regimes, which | found
both insightful and highly relevant.

The discussion provides a comprehensive interpretation of the results and highlights key
findings regarding the relative contributions of individual models to overall uncertainty. In
particular, the finding such as that one or a small number of models can contribute
disproportionately to the total uncertainty is both interesting and well-supported. A
deeper investigation into the underlying reasons for inter-model differences or the
identification of hydrological conditions under which certain models may perform better
could form the basis of a separate study. Nevertheless, by focusing solely on model
output (data alone), the present work opens up a wide range of future research
directions.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, clearly presented, and well-motivated, and
| wholeheartedly recommend it for publication.

We sincerely thank the reviewer for this very encouraging and positive feedback.



