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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.


	This article identifies a need for rural-urban healthcare disparities and explains why infrastructure will not improve access to medical care without addressing what people perceive as quality and their level of education; therefore, the title of the article is very suitable.


	

	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.


	The Abstract of the article is completely comprehensive. This is demonstrated by the fact that the abstract clearly describes the purpose of the study, the type of study conducted, the methods used to collect data (a sample size of 100 households), the authors' findings relating to the impact of education and cost, and the conclusion(s) drawn by the authors.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The Manuscript is scientifically correct. The author appropriately utilized binary logistic regression and principal component analysis to answer the study's research questions. The author also properly validated the models through use of the -2 Log Likelihood, Nagelkerke R², and residual plots.
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	The References Are Generally Sufficient and Include Recent Citations. Although the majority of the references cited were sufficient and included recent citations from 2021–2024 , the author should ensure that all citations referenced in the text (for example, "Ghosh, 2011" in #9) are fully documented in the reference list.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable and professional. However, there are minor typographical errors in certain table headings (for example, "Utter-Pradesh" and "principle component analysis" in Table 1). These should be corrected prior to submission for final publication.
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	Although the study does acknowledge a 10% margin of error due to the small sample size (n = 100) of this village-level study, this is a reasonable acknowledgment for this type of study.

Additionally, the study's findings regarding the "awareness–utilization gap" within government programs are especially informative for local health administrators.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. The author stated that they received informed consent from all study participants and maintained confidentiality throughout the study.
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	No. The author declared that he/she had no competing interests
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