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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 study provides timely and policy-relevant insights into household water security in Ghana, with an emphasis on domestic drinking water sources. Given that access to clean water is a key Sustainable Development Goal (SDG 6), this research contributes valuable empirical evidence for policymakers, practitioners, and development agencies. By highlighting sachet water as the dominant source of drinking water, it underscores important issues of urban water supply management, informal water markets, and the regulation of water quality standards. This makes the study highly relevant for both academic research and national water governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is clear, descriptive, and directly reflects the scope and objectives of the study. It is suitable as it stands, and no changes are necessary.


	

	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, stating the dataset, methodology (Spearman correlation), main findings, and recommendations. However, it could be slightly improved by clarifying the practical implications for policymakers (e.g., regulation of sachet water production, investments in water infrastructure) rather than focusing heavily on statistical significance. Simplification would enhance accessibility for a broader readership.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a solid empirical basis using nationally representative data (41,510 households from the 2023 AHIES survey). The methodology (descriptive analysis and Spearman correlation) is appropriate, although relatively simple. The paper is transparent in describing limitations, such as reliance on cross-sectional data. One weakness is the heavy reliance on descriptive and correlation analysis without exploring causal relationships or multivariate determinants of household water choices. Expanding the analytical depth would strengthen the contribution.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, recent, and relevant, including works up to 2024. They cover water security, household coping strategies, and Ghana-specific water challenges. A few additional references from global water security and governance debates (e.g., works by Allan on “virtual water” or Falkenmark on “blue water scarcity”) could enrich the conceptual framework.


	

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

	The manuscript is written in understandable academic English, but some sentences are long and repetitive, particularly in the methodology and results sections. Minor language editing for conciseness and flow would improve readability.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The policy recommendations could be expanded to address not only monitoring sachet water production but also strategies to diversify household water sources sustainably.

The discussion should situate Ghana’s water security challenges more clearly in a comparative Sub-Saharan African context.

Figures or visualizations (e.g., maps of water source distribution) would improve presentation and accessibility.
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