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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 development, effects, and difficulties of the Jal Jeevan Mission (JJM), one of the biggest rural water supply initiatives in the world, are succinctly and thoroughly summarized in this review study. The paper provides important insights into how large-scale national policies transfer into district-level outcomes by placing JJM within the framework of Sustainable Development Goal 6 and concentrating on Ranchi district, Jharkhand. For academics and decision-makers concerned with public health, rural development, water governance, and climate resilience in developing nations, the work is especially crucial. Its importance for multidisciplinary research and policy evaluation is strengthened by the multidimensional analysis that takes into account the effects on health, the economy, society, and the environment. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appropriately conveys the scope and content of the text and is written in an understandable manner. It accurately communicates the sustainability viewpoint, thematic emphasis, and regional focus.
 There is no need for a different 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.


	The history, goals, main conclusions, and wider ramifications of the review are all covered in the thorough and educational abstract. It does a good job of highlighting the scope of Jal Jeevan Mission, its contribution to SDG 6, and its effects on socioeconomic and health.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is organized for a review article and has solid scientific foundations. To create a cohesive account of JJM's development, application, and results, the writers have consulted a wide range of literature, government reports, and policy documents. The Ranchi district discussion is well-contextualized within state and national trends, and the conceptual alignment with SDG 6 is given rationally.

Nonetheless, the manuscript would profit from:
1. More detailed explanation of the review process (e.g., criteria for literature selection, types of sources considered, and time frame).

2. Particularly in passages addressing health and economic advantages, there should be a clearer distinction made between implied or expected impacts and proven data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A wide variety of peer-reviewed studies, worldwide reports, and current government documents (including sources from 2022–2024) are included in the comprehensive and pertinent reference list. This increases the review's legitimacy.

Small recommendations:
1. Make sure that the reference list's citations are formatted consistently.

2. The conversation about sustainability may be strengthened by a few more peer-reviewed research studies on piped water schemes' post-implementation functionality.


	

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


	The manuscript is appropriate for scholarly communication and generally comprehensible. To enhance grammar, sentence structure, and flow, the language needs to be edited moderately to significantly. Long sentences, repetitious language, and little typographical errors can be found in certain sections. Expert language editing would greatly improve overall quality and readability.
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