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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	As observed in the paper, it frames a relevant problem focusing on the remote region which established India’s diverse cultural landscape which faces multiple struggles in terms of balancing cultural preservation and economic development specifically the region of Uttarakhand. The target population was also clearly defined, and the main actionable insight is concise showcasing that “arts and science students differed significantly in educational perspectives” and this could possibly open for new research opportunities. Aside from that the result of the study showcases support on the idea pf culturally responsive curricula and stream specific academic support. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is already accurate and specific for it captures the setting, the population and constructs but we can still rephrase the title to “Disadvantaged Students in Pithoragarh District Uttarakhand: Socio-Cultural and Educational Perspectives” to make it sound more academic. 
	

	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 presented why the study was conducted and key findings were observed.  But the methodological rigor of the study is questionable. Please refer to the next section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound based on the following bases. 
1. Context and sampling are transparent 

e.g. “A purposive sampling technique was employed… across eight higher education institutions.” 

2. Instrument development is clearly stated

e.g. “Two structured tools were developed… validated by experts and pilot tested for clarity and reliability.” 

3. Choice of non-parametric was also justified. 

e.g. “Due to the ordinal nature and non-normal distribution of data, non-parametric methods were used.”

But some areas of the paper can still be strengthened by doing the following. 
1. Please report the validation detail like how many experts and provide reliability, do not just explicitly mention it.  Statistical results should be shown and presented.
2. Clarify as well if there were potential bias that was inherent during the conduct of the study particularly on the part where purposive sampling was done. 
3. Improve also the presentation of tables and variables so that it will be clearer to the readers.
e.g.  ACADEMIC DISCIPLINE
Discipline
Total N
Statistics
Degrees of Freedom
Level of Significance
Discipline 1

Discipline 2

This was mentioned but not seen in the table The comparison between students of arts and science streams showed no significant difference in their socio-cultural perspectives (U = 3855, p = 0.51). Is it also possible to include the effect sizes of the variables under different components included?
4. The results also are just describing the tables, no interpretation of the results. No references were added to support the result or debunk existing results. Please do this in the entire paper. 
5. For the educational implications, it was purely describing but not supporting it with existing literature. I suggest that you improve the writing of your results and discussion because the paper only presented results and there was no discussion. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are obsolete; it would be nice if the paper included literature that support their studies that are between 2019-2024 or 2025 if applicable. Citing references that are beyond 5 years or more actually questions the academic rigor of the study. 
	

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


	 The language is suitable since English was utilized, I just suggest that they consult a language expert to edit their paper before publication. Or you can use GRAMMARLY for grammar issues. 
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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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