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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. From the Abstract and Introduction Visakhapatnam, Vizianagaram and Eluru, were mentioned as the case study Area, but in the Methodology, West Godavari and Buttaigudem were highlighted. What is the cause of this disparity and inconsistency?

2. Ensure you maintain the district and describe the village along with the district in the abstract.

3. Provide a more justifiable reason apart from random selection: Is the proximity, ease of movement or dominance prevalent in all these selected villages? More clarification on this.

4. “For analysis software like Microsoft Excel and R studio are used.” The author needs to be specific about the statistical tools used for the analysis in this manuscript.

5. “An ex post facto research design was selected because the phenomenon has already transpired, making this design suitable.”

Write a short rationale for better clarification, not an open-ended way of illustration, as the author presented it

6. The manuscript does not provide a detailed key indicator on the extent of utilization of the measurement. Information on the instrument, response scales, and scoring method should be presented to substantiate the measurement.

7. Without t-test statistics, effect sizes, confidence intervals and p-values provided, the positive and significant relationship with utilization cannot be adjudged adequate. The author needs to specify the tests used (correlation, regression, chi-square), report test statistics, degrees of freedom, p-values, and effect sizes.

The table needs to be included for a clear understanding. But if R was used, include the summary of the analysis. 


8. Tables are poorly captioned. The author should ensure the tables are well structured. Consider adding standard deviations for continuous variables. Likewise, provide high-resolution figures presented for clear visualization and add footnotes explaining abbreviations and the ranking method.


9. The study is based on descriptive statistics and mean-score, but if predictors of utilization need to be analyzed then more appropriate multivariable analysis should be carried out.

10. The manuscript lacks adequate discussion of other published studies. There is a need to compare and contrast facts.

11. Report of pilot testing, content validity, and internal consistency is essential; without these, mean scores and rankings cannot be easily interpreted.


12. Several paragraphs require grammatical consideration. The author should employ English proofreading on the manuscript.

Overall recommendation

Major revision required before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
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