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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 manuscript examines drinking water availability and accessibility in both urban and rural areas of Tiruchirappalli, offering localized empirical evidence on a critical public health and development issue. The comparative approach highlights disparities between rural and urban settings, which is important for planning targeted water supply interventions. The findings contribute to discussions on water access, infrastructure, and household-level practices in the Indian context. The study is particularly relevant for policymakers and social scientists working on water security and rural–urban development.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the main theme of the study. However, it could be improved by specifying the study locations more clearly.
Suggested alternative title:
Drinking Water Availability and Accessibility in Selected Urban and Rural Areas of Tiruchirappalli, Tamil Nadu
	

	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 provides background information and states the objective of the study clearly. However, it is overly descriptive and lacks concise presentation of key findings. The abstract should briefly mention the methodology, sample size, and major results comparing Mathur and Subramaniyapuram. Reducing general background statements and strengthening the results and conclusion would improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design and use of primary data through questionnaires are appropriate for the stated objective. The data presentation using percentages is clear and understandable. However, the analysis remains largely descriptive, and interpretations could be strengthened with deeper discussion and linkage to existing literature. The conclusions are broadly supported by the findings, but some statements would benefit from more cautious wording.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include both regional and national studies, with some recent citations. However, reliance on web sources should be reduced, and more peer-reviewed journal articles on drinking water accessibility and rural–urban disparities could be included. Minor improvements in reference formatting consistency are also needed.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but contains frequent grammatical errors, repetition, awkward sentence construction, and informal expressions. Substantial language editing is required to improve clarity, flow, and academic tone before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important issue and presents useful field-level data. To improve quality, the authors should strengthen the abstract, refine the discussion section, improve language quality, and ensure tighter integration between results and conclusions. Adding a brief limitations section would also enhance transparency.
The manuscript is relevant and methodologically acceptable, but requires significant improvement in language quality, abstract structure, depth of analysis, and scholarly presentation
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