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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 focuses on importantnce of water storage practices and their effect on bacterila contamination and diarial disease in low socio economic conditions. It also suggests the precations to be taken while properly storing the water.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No
The Role of Household Water Storage Practices in  Microbial Contamination and Diarrheal Disease Burden in Under five children (as mentioned in methodology) in South East Nigeria. 
	

	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.


	3rd paragraph is not clearly understandable 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Correct 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Writing quality need to be improved 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In interduction 1st paragraph 1st line spelling mistake “
for server (several) hours”. Citations 5,8,9,10 not properly coated. Interduction 2nd page 3rd para sentence mistake “

of the pathogens (Pathogenic) organisms”. Introduction need to be written scientifically. SPSS version not mentioned. In results tables and figures are showing the same information (repetition). Information provided in the figures and tables not clearly depicting the data. Conclusion is too long need to be concise. In discussion comparision with similar studies not mentioned.
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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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