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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 paper takes on a very important issue that is how inequality in education continues to affect marginalized groups in Nepal. What makes the work stand out is its attempt to combine advanced data techniques like explainable AI with social theories that explain inequality. This kind of interdisciplinary approach is still rare, especially in low- and middle-income countries. If carried out as planned, the study could guide both scholars and policymakers, and even provide practical tools that communities can use for advocacy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
The title is generally fine as it is. It is clear and reflects the core of the paper. If anything, I would suggest a small adjustment to better capture the technical side of the study: Harnessing Data Analytics and Explainable AI to Bridge Socioeconomic Gaps in Nepal’s Education System.


	

	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 detailed and gives a good overview of the background, methods, and contributions. However, it includes a bit too much technical notation that might distract general readers. It could be slightly tightened, and perhaps one or two sentences could highlight the qualitative part of the work, which balances out the quantitative models.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
The paper is scientifically sound and well structured. The authors show a strong command of both data science methods and theoretical frameworks. Still, the study is at a conceptual stage, and no empirical results are presented yet. It would be helpful if the authors made this clearer, so readers do not confuse planned contributions with actual findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
The references are generally appropriate and include both classic works (Sen, Bourdieu) and more recent studies. However, there are some repetitions (e.g., Bhattarai and Lundberg & Lee appear more than once). Adding a few newer works (2021–2025) on explainable AI in education would also strengthen the review of literature.


	

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


	
The English is good and clear enough for an academic journal. There are just a few places where the sentences could be smoothed out or shortened for easier reading.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· A stronger conclusion that separates the contribution to theory and the contribution to policy would improve clarity.

· Figures and tables could be more consistent in format.

· Since this is more of a conceptual framework at this stage, a note on feasibility and implementation timelines would help readers understand the scope.
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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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