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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 provides valuable insights into the role of endowments such as, land/education and regional disparities in perpetuating inequality. Its use of decomposition analysis (Oaxaca-Blinder) and pooled NSSO-CES data (1987–2012) offers robust empirical evidence, contributing to policy discussions on inclusive development and affirmative action. 
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	The methodology is rigorous besides employing decomposition analysis. However, focus would’ve also been on endogeneity issues.
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