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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 offers significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive, evidence-based analysis of the realities and challenges of implementing disability-inclusive education in Indian schools under the RPwD Act 2016. I appreciate its critical approach, which moves beyond compliance to highlight pressing gaps in infrastructure, teacher preparedness, assistive technology, and attitudinal barriers, using national data and policy reviews for substantiation. The manuscript’s strength lies in its focus on substantive rather than symbolic inclusion, and its suggestions for systemic reform based on Universal Design for Learning, improved school governance, and collaborative support systems are timely and actionable. The critical tone and rights-based perspective add rigor, though the paper’s implications would be further strengthened with concrete case studies or district-level interventions to illustrate successful models of inclusion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Beyond Compliance: Examining the Realities of Disability Inclusion in Indian Schools under the RPwD Act 2016," is largely suitable for the manuscript. It accurately reflects the paper’s substantive focus on moving beyond mere legal adherence to a deeper investigation of practical, systemic challenges in disability-inclusive education. The title effectively signals both the policy context (RPwD Act 2016) and the paper's critical stance.
	

	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 of the manuscript is comprehensive in its coverage, clearly outlining the legislative context (RPwD Act 2016), the scope of the research, key findings about gaps and challenges in Indian schools, and the broader arguments around compliance-driven versus rights-based inclusion. The reference to data sources and specific areas (infrastructure, teacher preparedness, technology, attitudinal barriers) is commendable and adds depth.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its evidence-based approach and comprehensive engagement with both primary and secondary sources, including recent national survey data (UDISE 2022–23, NCERT, NIEPA). It draws on quantitative statistics, policy analysis, and contemporary scholarly literature to substantiate its arguments, and it clearly delineates methodological dimensions, analytic frameworks, and ethical compliance, strengthening its validity. The references to international best practices (UNCRPD, Universal Design for Learning) and national policy interventions anchor the study in a broader scientific and technical context. I particularly appreciate the manuscript's balanced critique, systemic analysis, and proposals for actionable reforms, which reflect rigor, analytical soundness, and an up-to-date understanding of disability inclusion in Indian schools.
	

	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 sufficient and recent, encompassing essential national legislative, policy, and survey documents (RPwD Act 2016, NEP 2020, UDISE 2022–23, NCERT 2022), as well as current scholarly literature up to 2025. The inclusion of international best practices (UNCRPD, UNESCO, UNICEF), and recent articles and conference proceedings boosts the currency and depth of the manuscript. The reference list reflects a robust engagement with both Indian and global contexts.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications. The manuscript demonstrates academic clarity and coherence, with well-structured sentences and precise use of technical and policy terminology relevant to disability inclusion and educational reforms. The writing style is formal, accessible, and logically organized, supporting the arguments with appropriate evidence and references. Occasional minor improvements in sentence brevity and flow could further enhance readability, but overall, the language meets the standards expected in peer-reviewed academic publications and allows for effective dissemination among a multidisciplinary audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides a timely, critical, and well-documented analysis of the realities of disability inclusion in Indian schools under the RPwD Act 2016. Its major strengths include the use of national policy and survey data, engagement with contemporary academic literature, clear articulation of systemic barriers, and practical recommendations grounded in Universal Design for Learning. The scope is commendably comprehensive, addressing infrastructural, pedagogical, technological, and attitudinal challenges, and the manuscript demonstrates solid ethical compliance and academic rigor.

To further enhance its impact, consider including district-level case studies or qualitative examples to illustrate successful inclusive models, and expand discussion on the digital divide and post-COVID developments in assistive technology. Minor refinements to language conciseness and greater emphasis on practical policy implications would further improve readability. Overall, the manuscript makes a strong contribution to the discourse on rights-based inclusive education in India and is well-positioned for scholarly publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There do not appear to be any significant ethical issues in the manuscript. The study adheres to accepted academic and ethical standards, ensures no participant consent or confidentiality requirements are applicable (as it is based on policy review and secondary data), and declares no conflicts of interest or external funding. The authors have disclosed the use of language enhancement tools (Grammarly and Paperpal Premium) while clearly stating no generative AI tools were used for content creation. Overall, the ethical compliance and transparency are appropriate for scholarly publication, and no further ethical concerns are apparent at this stage.
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