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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.


	The study is significant because it emphasizes on the growing need of rural water supply, especially in regions where there is a constraint in water sources, a context oriented study. The policies and the architecture of implementation are very well demonstrated through the entire paper.
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	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the work is about comprehending the architecture under Jal Jeevan mission and examining the institutional mechanisms and implementation protocols, but some model long of what the future holds regarding the scenario of rural water supply implementation through applying GIS techniques (model) on the part of the author could have been an added efficiency to the paper. However the challenges of the semi-arid region, requiring adaptive strategies for that particular region are well highlighted in the paper. 
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No, there is no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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	No, there is no competing interest issues in the manuscript.
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