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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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides an in-depth examination of the determinants of domestic violence in the North Eastern Region of India, a context that is often underrepresented in existing literature. By utilizing NFHS-5 data, it offers empirical evidence linking socio-demographic, behavioral, and empowerment-related factors to the prevalence of domestic violence, thereby filling critical gaps in region-specific research. Its nuanced findings - such as the complex relationship between women’s empowerment indicators and domestic violence - challenge conventional assumptions and highlight the need for tailored, multi-dimensional interventions. The study’s insights can inform policymakers, social workers, and public health practitioners in designing culturally and contextually relevant strategies to combat domestic violence and promote gender equity.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Domestic Violence and its Determinants in the North Eastern Region of India", is clear and informative, but it is quite general and reads more like a descriptive heading rather than a research-focused, attention-grabbing academic title.

For greater impact and alignment with the manuscript’s emphasis on empirical findings and nuanced correlations, the following alternative titles could possibly be chosen: 
1. "Determinants of Domestic Violence Against Women in Northeast India: Evidence from NFHS-5"

2. "Women’s Empowerment, Social Factors, and Domestic Violence in Northeast India: An Analysis of NFHS-5 Data"

3. "Understanding Domestic Violence in Northeast India: Correlates from the National Family Health Survey (2019–21)"

4. "Empowerment, Behavior, and Social Determinants of Domestic Violence in the North Eastern States of India"


	

	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 provides a general overview of the topic, states the purpose of the study, and briefly summarizes the main findings. However, it could be made more comprehensive, concise, and structured to meet the expectations of most academic journals.

Areas for improvement:
1. Methodology is too briefly described. It mentions NFHS-5 data but does not explain the variables used or analytical approach in the abstract.

2. Findings are too general. It only notes which state has the highest incidence and that social/behavioral factors are linked; it does not specify the nature or direction of key correlations.

3. Conclusions/implications are missing. The abstract does not clearly state what these findings mean for policy, intervention, or further research.

4. Length and focus. Some background sentences could be shortened to make space for more concrete results and implications.

Suggested additions:
· A brief mention of the methodology (e.g., correlation analysis using NFHS-5 indicators on empowerment, behavior, and social factors).

· Specific quantitative highlights (e.g., “Women’s participation in household decisions was negatively correlated with domestic violence (r = -0.34), while property ownership showed a positive correlation (r = 0.40)”).

· A concluding sentence on significance (e.g., the importance for policymakers, targeted interventions, and regional gender equity strategies).

Suggested deletions:
· Shorten the Sustainable Development Goal reference to a single clause instead of a full quote, keeping focus on the study’s scope.

· Avoid repeating general statistics already known from the introduction.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound in terms of topic relevance, conceptual framing, and general methodology, but there are aspects that could be strengthened to improve its rigor and credibility.

Areas for improvement:
1. Statistical approach. The analysis is based mainly on simple correlation coefficients, which limits the ability to infer causality or control for confounding factors. A multivariate regression or multilevel model could provide stronger, more nuanced insights.

2. Interpretation of positive correlations with empowerment indicators. The manuscript notes that some empowerment measures are positively correlated with domestic violence but does not fully explore possible explanations (e.g., empowerment backlash theory, reporting bias).

3. Operational definitions. While NFHS-5 variables are defined, the manuscript could explain more clearly how composite measures (e.g., “levels of empowerment”) were constructed.

4. Limitations. The manuscript lists some limitations but could more explicitly discuss the statistical constraints and potential measurement bias in self-reported violence data.

5. Citations and updates. Some literature cited is older (pre-2010) and could be supplemented with more recent peer-reviewed studies, especially in the Indian or Southeast Asian context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are partially sufficient but not fully up to date. They include a mix of international and Indian sources, with some valuable foundational studies (e.g., Jewkes 2002, Koenig 2006, Kaur & Garg 2010) and a few recent works (e.g., Angaw et al. 2021, Smile Foundation 2025). However, there are three issues:

1. Recency and balance
· While a few citations are from 2021–2025, many are older than 10 years.

· Domestic violence research has evolved significantly in the past decade, especially in relation to women’s empowerment, technology use, and COVID-19 impacts on gender-based violence.

2. Regional relevance
· Most references focus either on all-India or other countries; more recent and peer-reviewed studies specifically on Northeast India could strengthen the contextual depth.

· Some government or NGO reports are used, but there could be more peer-reviewed empirical papers for stronger academic credibility.

3. Gaps in theoretical framing
· The “empowerment–violence” paradox is noted in findings, but no theoretical references (e.g., backlash theory, status inconsistency hypothesis) are included to explain it.

· Digital and social factors are discussed, but literature on the role of internet and mobile phone ownership in gender dynamics is missing.



Suggested additional references (recent and relevant):
1. UN Women (2021). Measuring the shadow pandemic: Violence against women during COVID-19. UN Women.
– Relevant for linking pandemic-era changes to DV trends in India.

2. Chakraborty, P., & Sharma, S. (2022). Women’s empowerment and intimate partner violence in India: A multilevel analysis. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 37(13-14), NP12123–NP12145.
– Explores the complex empowerment–violence relationship using NFHS data.

3. Pegu, B., & Kumar, P. (2023). Determinants of domestic violence in North-East India: Evidence from NFHS-5. Asian Journal of Social Sciences & Humanities.
– Directly relevant to the region and dataset used.

4. Heise, L., & Kotsadam, A. (2015). Cross-national and multilevel correlates of partner violence: An analysis of data from population-based surveys. The Lancet Global Health, 3(6), e332–e340.
– A robust global reference on correlates of DV.

5. Singh, A., & Choudhary, P. (2020). Social determinants and intimate partner violence: Evidence from India. Social Science & Medicine, 265, 113414.
– Provides a modern framework for DV determinants.
	

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


	The language in the manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the intended meaning, but it is not yet at the standard expected for scholarly communication in an international journal.

Areas needing improvement:
1. Grammar and syntax. There are occasional grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent verb tenses (e.g., “is a recurrence issue” should be “is a recurring issue”; “it has been observd” should be “it has been observed”).

2. Repetition. Some points (e.g., SDG Goal 5.2 reference, domestic violence definition) are repeated in both the Abstract and Introduction, which could be streamlined.

3. Academic tone. Certain sentences are conversational or informal in style and would benefit from being rewritten in more precise academic language (e.g., “plagues the lives of many women” could be reframed as “adversely affects the lives of many women”).

4. Clarity in data presentation. Some table references are unclear (e.g., “table 1.” should be “Table 1”) and figure captions could be more descriptive.

5. Consistency in terminology. The manuscript alternates between “domestic violence” and “gender violence” without clarifying if they are being used synonymously.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and socially relevant topic - domestic violence and its determinants in the North Eastern Region of India - using nationally representative NFHS-5 data. This focus is valuable, as the region is often underrepresented in empirical literature, and the paper contributes region-specific insights that could inform targeted policy interventions. The structure follows a conventional academic format, and the research question is clear.

However, there are several areas where the paper could be strengthened to enhance its scholarly impact and readiness for publication:

1. Methodological Depth. The analysis relies primarily on simple correlation coefficients, which limits the strength of conclusions. More robust statistical techniques (e.g., regression analysis, multilevel modeling) could control for confounding variables and better explain the observed relationships.

2. Abstract and Conclusion. The abstract needs to be more concise yet comprehensive, summarizing methodology, quantified key results, and implications. The conclusion should go beyond restating results to interpret findings in light of theory (e.g., empowerment–violence paradox, cultural context) and policy relevance.

3. Literature Review. While it cites some relevant studies, the review is weighted toward older references. Including more recent (2020–2024) peer-reviewed studies—especially those on domestic violence in India and empowerment dynamics—will make the work more current and compelling.

4. Language and Presentation. The manuscript would benefit from careful copyediting to correct grammatical issues, remove redundancies, and ensure a formal academic tone. Tables and figures should be better labeled and integrated into the discussion.

5. Theoretical Framing. The discussion of unexpected positive correlations between some empowerment indicators and domestic violence is brief. A stronger theoretical explanation (e.g., backlash theory, reporting bias, contextual norms) would add depth.
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