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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	By evaluating rural women's knowledge of sanitation, hygiene, and health, this publication tackles a significant public health concern. Since rural women are heavily involved in childcare, sanitation, and home health practices, it is essential to understand their awareness levels in order to enhance health at the community level. For policymakers and development professionals involved in WASH (Water, Sanitation, and Hygiene) activities, the paper offers localized empirical evidence from Bihar, India. The results could guide gender-sensitive sanitation practices and focused awareness campaigns in rural areas.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The study's focus is reflected in the title, which is generally appropriate. It could be clarified methodologically and made more accurate, though.


	

	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 goal, setting, sample size, and important statistical results are all included in the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the study is methodologically sound, there are a few scientific issues that need to be addressed:

1, Inconsistency in the sampling description: 60 out of 120 respondents is stated; this has to be clarified.

2. Problem with the statistical method: Although villages are independent groups, the manuscript recommends using a Paired Samples Test. Unless there is matching, an Independent Samples t-test would be more suitable. This needs to be explained.

3. There is insufficient description of the awareness measuring tool's scale construction, scoring range, validity, and reliability.

4. No details regarding pilot testing or questionnaire validation.

5. Effect size is not discussed.

6. Purposive block selection limits generalizability.

7. The discussion part lacks a more in-depth analytical analysis and mostly restates the findings.

Therefore, methodological explanations are needed even though the study has a sound conceptual foundation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The relevancy of the manuscript is increased by the inclusion of multiple recent references (2024–2025).
	

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


	The manuscript's language needs to be moderately edited.
1. Among the problems are:
2. Grammar mistakes in the formatting of "The currently study," "Jena. K (2018)"
3. Repetitive wording
4. lengthy, superfluous sentences
5. Unreliable use of tense
Before publishing, professional language correction is advised.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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