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	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.


	I find the manuscript have an important contribution to the scientific community, the study highlighted domestic accidents as a significant yet often underreported public health issue in low- and middle-income countries. It provided empirical evidence from a rural setting in Bangladesh. The study strengthens the understanding of how gender, age, income and occupation shape vulnerability to household injuries. The findings offer valuable insights for public health researchers, policymakers, and health practitioners in designing targeted, evidence-based prevention and intervention strategies. Moreover, the study adds to the limited body of regional literature on domestic injury epidemiology and socio-economic consequences, supporting future comparative and longitudinal research. 
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	The study is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the topic, key dimension and study location, I find this acceptable. 
	

	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.


	Yes, I agree that the abstract is comprehensive and well structured, all the details such as background, objective, methods, key result and conclusion which are essential components of scientific abstract. Just want to suggest as a minor improvement to add the study setting in the methods sentence, like the study was conducted among 440 residents of rural community in Batiaghata Upazilam Khulna, Bangladesh. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, reading the manuscript shows that it is scientifically correct since this followed the standard principles of public health and epidemiological research. The study used descriptive statistics and chi square test which I find methodologically correct for the data presented. Though, there are points that should be acknowledged to strengthen credibility, these include the use of non-probability (purposive) sampling which limits generalizability and reliance on self-reported data.  This just weaken the analytical depth, but this do not invalidate the findings. 
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	Yes the references are relevant and appropriate for the topic. However cited references are relatively old (1990-2010).
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