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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 paper explains the Jal Jeevan Mission scheme of the government that gives tap water to every village home in India. It shows good results, health benefits, jobs created, and problems that still need fixing. It is useful for people who study water, villages, health, and development in India.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is okay


	

	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 reasonably comprehensive but has some limitations:

· It heavily focuses on national-level progress (up to March 2022 / early data) and general benefits, while the paper's specific focus is Ranchi/Jharkhand.

· It lacks mention of current status (post-2024), challenges specific to Ranchi/Jharkhand (e.g., slower progress, tribal areas, mining impacts), or the mission extension to 2028.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is broadly scientifically and factually correct in its description of JJM framework, alignment with SDG 6, historical context, and cited impacts/challenges.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate in number (~60) and cover a reasonable range of policy documents, academic papers, and reports. However, many are from 2019–2022, with fewer from 2023–2024. Recent progress data and policy changes (e.g., 2025 budget extension to 2028) are missing.


	

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


	The language is mostly acceptable for scholarly communication but requires significant improvement. There are numerous grammatical e.rrors, typos, missing spaces, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent capitalization.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has good scientific content and structure, but requires:

1. Updating with latest 2025 progress data and mission extension details.

2. Strengthening Ranchi-specific analysis with more concrete data.

3. Thorough language/grammar correction.

4. Minor reference updates.
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