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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.


	This manuscript fills an important void concerning the accessibility of healthcare within the remote and hilly regions of Northeast India, cutting services around the borders and the terrain. The manuscript explores the primary survey data with primary geo-spatial mapping to examine the inequities and socio-economic challenges and geography which affect the differential access of Primary Health Centres by various age and sex groups. The insights form the already existing evidence in immense breadth and subsequently will be utilized by the policymakers/planners and other stakeholders within the health system in relation to health inequity, rural health accessibility, and infrastructure development within and outside the region. Furthermore, the manuscript adds to the existing literature of the regions with less accessible and marginalized populations which allows drawing conclusions relevant to other regions, including countries with the same status.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Age and sex-wise travel to Primary Health Centres and Socio-economic barriers to healthcare access in East Khasi Hills District, Meghalaya”
Suggestion: “Age and sex-wise travel” sounds awkward; more standard phrasing is Healthcare Accessibility in East Khasi Hills, Meghalaya: Age, Gender, and Socioeconomic Barriers to Reaching Primary Health Centres
	

	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 summarizes the essence of the study, but it lacks certain details. There is an emphasis on PHCs, on the problems of traveling, and on social and economic issues. However, the lack of critical quantitative and methodological information is damaging to the clarity and scientific rigor.  

Possible Improvements  

· “The study design was ‘A cross-sectional survey of 106 patients from 5 PHCs in East Khasi Hills…’  

· “The Methods were ‘GIS buffer analysis in QGIS and descriptive & cross-tabulated statistics…’  

· Quantitative details highlight: “The median travel distance was XX km (IQR: YY–ZZ); travel reported by females was 15% longer than by males; satisfaction scores were 68% (Mawkynrew) and 90% (Mawlai Mawroh).”  

· “The policy implications were ‘There is an urgent need to improve the roads, decentralised PHCs, and provide appropriate transport in the hilly areas.’”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely issue of healthcare access in the hilly regions of Meghalaya. Its use of field surveys combined with GIS analysis is a strong point and provides valuable insights for policy and planning. The paper is generally on the right track, though it would benefit from clearer methodology details, inclusion of figures/tables, and an ethics statement. With these refinements, the study has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to research and practice.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Number is adequate (31 references), although duplicates occur.  

 Recency: Weak - many are from the 1990s and 2000s, with few from after 2018.  Sources must be more current (2018-2024).  

 Topics covered: Relevant to healthcare accessibility, but does not include contemporary GIS/network analysis tools or the setting of India/North East.  

Solution: Incorporate current works, remove duplication, and update formatting..


	

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


	The manuscript's English is comprehensible.  There are typos, language flaws, inconsistent terminologies, and formatting concerns.  Style is occasionally narrative rather than scholarly, with poor transitions.  Professional language editing is required for grammar, consistency, and academic tone prior to publishing.
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