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	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 critical gap in understanding localized barriers to achieving national WASH standards and aligns with global priorities on SDG 6. The mixed-method approach enhances the robustness of the findings and provides a holistic understanding of programmatic gaps. Philippines being a LMIC country and importance of WASH in the context is useful for both researchers and administrators.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title does not satisfy the SMART criteria for study title. 

1. Alternative “Water, Sanitation, and Hygiene in Schools (WASH): A Mixed-Methods Assessment of Program Implementation in Rural Philippines”
2. WASH in school is WinS in short. So, This should be used instead of WASH in the title along with the full form.
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive. 

Can be structured under subheadings for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, 

Good use of qualitative and quantitative statistics.
· If possible, cite the “survey checklist was adopted from the DepEd Order No. 10, s. 2016.”

· Clarify the 3-point Likert in community involvement as full, partial and no involvement or any other.

· Instrument pilot testing or previous use.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Relevant references from WHO, DepEd and national studies there.
Improve:

· No reference from last 4 year.
· Duplicate references like Jasper, Freeman etc.
	

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


	The writing is almost clear.
There are some repetitions/redundancies, so combine for conciseness

 Example:
“Globally, WASH programs are essential for health and development, addressing issues like waterborne diseases and poor hygiene practices. The lack of access to safe water and sanitation impacts billions, particularly in vulnerable populations. To address these issues, the Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 6 emphasizes universal access to water and sanitation.”

AND just above it:


“Access to safe water, adequate sanitation, and proper hygiene (WASH) is a cornerstone of global health and human development. Globally, inadequate WASH services contribute significantly to the spread of diseases such as diarrhea…”

Issue: These sentences are saying the same thing about global WASH importance using different words.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Limitation could be clearly stated.
No visual representation like charts or graphs.
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