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	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 contributes valuable insights to the educational policy and development literature by empirically analyzing household-level determinants of non-enrolment in formal basic education in Ghana. The use of large-scale, nationally representative data (AHIES 2023) strengthens its empirical foundation and relevance. By identifying key socioeconomic and cultural barriers, the study provides evidence-based implications for policymakers aiming to improve access and equity in education. Furthermore, its findings can serve as a comparative model for other developing nations facing similar challenges in achieving universal basic education.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative and clearly states the focus of the study. However, it is slightly lengthy and could be refined for precision and academic tone.

Suggested Alternative Titles: (OPTIONAL)

“Household Determinants of Non-Enrollment in Formal Basic Education: Evidence from Ghana’s AHIES 2023 Data.”

“Socioeconomic and Cultural Factors Influencing Non-Attendance in Basic Education: An Empirical Analysis from Ghana.”


	

	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 clear overview of the data source, methodology, and key findings. However, it is somewhat repetitive and could be streamlined for clarity and flow. The sentence structure can be improved, (e.g., “data from the most recent Ghana Statistical Service…”) should be removed. The abstract also lacks a clear concluding statement about the implications or significance of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically Sound
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Multiple references are too old. Use latest references, Last 10 years old.
	

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


	The language is understandable but needs minor grammatical and structural refinement for scholarly clarity. Issues include:

Repetition and wordiness (e.g., “using data from the most recent…” repeated).

Long sentences that reduce readability.

Slight inconsistency in tenses.

A professional language edit would make it suitable for academic publication.
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	This study is good and publishable after some incorporations.
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