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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 is important as it provides empirical evidence on the academic and social experiences of SEDG children admitted under RTE 12(1)(c). It highlights how policy-driven inclusion impacts learning and school life, offering insights valuable to researchers, educators, and policymakers working on equity and inclusive education.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is generally suitable as it reflects the study’s focus on SEDG children and the RTE framework. However, it is slightly long and could be made more concise. An alternative title could be:
“Academic and Social Experiences of SEDG Children in Private Schools under RTE 12(1)(c)”
This version is clearer, shorter, and directly aligned with the objectives of the study.

	

	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 is comprehensive as it covers the aim, methods, key findings, and policy relevance of the study. However, it can be improved by presenting it as one paragraph, as is common in scientific writing. Adding the sample size of schools and children would make it clearer, while trimming less essential details such as the long reference to infrastructural improvements would make it sharper and more focused. Overall, the abstract reflects the study well but could be more concise and precise.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It follows a clear research design, uses a mixed-methods approach, and presents data systematically with tables and analysis. The findings are consistent with the objectives and are supported by evidence. References to existing policies and literature further strengthen its scientific grounding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the article are adequate but not very recent. Most of them are from the 1990s and early 2000s, with only a few recent sources such as NEP 2020, NITI Aayog 2018, and Sarin et al. 2017.
Suggestions:
· Include more recent studies (post-2020) on the implementation of RTE 12(1)(c) and inclusive education practices in India.
· Add references from newer research on socio-economic disadvantage and learning outcomes in private schools, ideally from journals after 2020.
· International perspectives on school social environment and inclusivity (2020 onwards) could strengthen the global relevance.
In short, while the current references support the background, the manuscript would benefit from more updated literature (2020–2024) to reflect ongoing debates and policy developments.

	

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

	Yes, the English quality of the article is generally good, but some sentences are long and repetitive. For example, in the “Need and Justification” section:
“Following the enactment of the RTE Act, 2009, and the implementation of Section 12(1)(c), 25% of children from Socio-Economically Disadvantaged Groups (SEDGs) have been granted admission into private schools, allowing them to study alongside other children.”
This could be shortened to:
“Under the RTE Act 2009, Section 12(1)(c) ensures 25% admission of SEDG children into private schools, enabling them to study with peers.”
Such edits would make the text more concise while retaining clarity.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well-prepared, with clear objectives and a strong focus on both academic and social dimensions of SEDG children’s schooling. The use of mixed methods and detailed tables adds rigor. Some sections, however, could be made more concise to improve readability. The discussion would also benefit from linking the findings more directly to recent literature. Overall, this is a meaningful study that makes a valuable contribution to understanding inclusive education under RTE 12(1)(c).
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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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