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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 is original and provides a valuable local-level analysis of ASHA workers in Khargram Block.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	In Method section all three given objectives should be reflected. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Partially
	

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

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


	Satisfactory
	

	Optional/General comments


	There were three objective’s in the given study.
1. To examine gap in evaluation of ASHA by ANM and self-evaluation of ASHA in terms of performance of ASHA (assignments, recruitment, training, medicament and remuneration) in the periphery of Primary Healthcare System.

2.To measure the empowerment level of ASHA achieved in study area.

3.To understand the community’s satisfaction towards ASHA as empowered feminist worker in Indian Healthcare Sector.

· Author should add more details in the manuscript regarding first objective , better if can be provide based on the tabular form. 

· Sample size only given for Objective 2. And in Data collection part author mentioned about community satisfaction respondents . It should also be presented in Sample size section later data collection should be mentioned for both sections ASHA;s and Community respondent’s. 

· Although should mentioned about criteria to identification of sample size .   
· Ensure all 200 participants' demographics are clearly tabulated. The distinction between "Truths and Myths" mentioned in the title needs to be more clearly summarized in your conclusion section based on the statistical results. 
In the section of : 6.7.9 Knowledge Domain: Did the author implement pre and post training assessment. Or how the author asses the knowledge , should be explained.
· The use of Factor Analysis and Logistic Regression is appropriate. However, you must explicitly report the Cronbach’s Alpha for scale reliability and provide a table for the Factor Loadings to justify your Performance Index.

Manuscript can be processed further but after clear revision.
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