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	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.


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to understanding local practices of rainwater collection and purification in rural Africa, with a focus on Kovié, Togo. It highlights the significant health risks associated with the use of untreated or inadequately treated rainwater, which is a common practice in water-scarce regions. The findings can inform public health authorities, policymakers, and researchers working on water security, sanitation, and sustainable rural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title “Local Practices for Purification Rainwater in Kovié, a Rural Area of Lomé (Togo): Characterization and Health Risks” is generally suitable and informative.
	

	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 comprehensive in terms of objectives, methods, and key results. However, it would benefit from a clearer statement of the main conclusion and public health implications. For instance, the role of mothballs (naphthalene) as a widely used purification method should be emphasized as a health risk.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with well-structured methodology (sampling, physicochemical and microbiological analysis, survey design) and appropriate use of references. The results are consistent with previous studies and provide new data for this specific geographic area.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include recent studies up to 2023. However, the addition of a few more recent international references on rainwater harvesting health impacts and community-based water treatment practices (2021–2024) would strengthen the global context of the study.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and can be improved with minor editing. Some terminology should be standardized for scholarly communication. 

For example: 

Replace “rainwater run off on the soil” → “runoff rainwater” 

Replace “TEMs” → “Trace Elements”.

Such refinements will improve clarity, accuracy, and consistency of the text without altering the scientific meaning.
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