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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.


	This is an interesting area for research that calls for proper and articulate research that will benefit the scientific community. The area is well researched such that the author(s) was/were supposed to furnish us with recent literature that is abundant on the internet. Although the author(s) tried to link the problem with current scientific studies, the research fell short in giving vivid evidence of rigour to prove they have done their homework. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is suitable 
	

	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 not that comprehensive. Much as they tried to show us that there is a problem of open defecation in this village, the abstract did not highlight how this was affecting the whole community since only 23 HH did not have sanitary facilities. There is need to highlight how this challenge facing the community was a threat to their health and how it can be solved to meet the SDG 6. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically correct as there are a lot of contradictions on the sample size and the sampling techniques used. There is need for consistency and being realistic since this research is of paramount importance to the research world.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not recent and not sufficient enough for such a well- researched area. Sources like UNICEF, (2020), Villareal et al., (2022), IRCWash, Sibanda et al., 2022, Baley et al., 2022, Jubril, (2022), Sani, (2020), Ngwu, 2017, Bibi et al., (2025), Wendee, (2022), Leni, (2019), Aminu, 2023, will give a new look to the paper..
	

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


	Language does not meet scholarly standards. There are a lot of typing mistakes which shows that the author did not revise this document. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a very interesting area for research. If well presented, the document was going to be one of the sources for open defecation. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes. The community being interviewed must not be forced into participating in such research. One must get their consent. They must also sign confidential forms and be allowed to withdraw from the research at any point if they so wish. 
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