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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 is of significant importance to the scientific community, especially within the domains of education policy, disability studies, and development studies. It transcends simple policy intent analysis by offering a comprehensive, evidence-based evaluation of the implementation shortcomings of a significant legislative measure, the RPwD Act (2016). The report underscores the enduring disparity between legislative requirements and actual conditions in Indian schools, utilizing data from sources such as UDISE+ and NCERT to provide essential empirical evidence for systemic transformation. Moreover, its advocacy for transitioning from a "compliance-driven" to a "rights-based" and UDL-informed strategy establishes a definitive theoretical and practical framework for forthcoming research and policy initiatives in analogous worldwide contexts.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is highly suitable. "Beyond Compliance: Examining the Realities of Disability Inclusion in Indian Schools under the RPwD Act (2016)" is informative, critical, and accurately reflects the manuscript's core argument, that inclusion has become superficial rather than substantive.


	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly states the problem (gap between Act and reality), the approach (critical examination using national data), the key findings (gaps in infrastructure, teacher preparedness, attitudes), the main argument (compliance-driven approach), and the conclusion/proposed solution (UDL and systemic reform).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically and academically correct based on the following:
· Scope and Argumentation: The paper defines its scope clearly and maintains a consistent, critical argument throughout. 
· Evidence Base: It relies on reputable sources, including primary policy documents (RPwD Act 2016, NEP 2020), national data sources (UDISE+ 2022–23, NCERT reports, NIEPA), and established academic scholars in the field. 
· Methodology (Review): As a critical review and analysis, it systematically examines five dimensions of readiness, which provides a comprehensive structure for its findings.
· Conclusion: The conclusions and recommendations are logically derived from the preceding analysis of gaps.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and predominantly recent.
The compilation encompasses seminal publications in Indian disability studies (Alur & Toms, Ghai, Kalyanpur), essential international frameworks (UNESCO, UNICEF), and requisite policy instruments (RPwD Act, UDISE+).
Significantly, it incorporates fresh materials from 2023, 2024, and even 2025 (a forthcoming book chapter/paper, Pandit, 2025), highlighting the review's timeliness and contemporary relevance. The UDISE+ 2022-23 study is highly effective for current relevance.

However, the following could have been incorporated: 
· A strong focus on teacher professional development could be reinforced with contemporary literature on the effectiveness of current B.Ed./D.El.Ed. training reforms in India.
· A reference focusing explicitly on the budgetary allocations for inclusive education under Samagra Shiksha (if available) would reinforce the "insufficient funding" point in Section 4.




	

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

	The article's language and English quality are exemplary and wholly appropriate for academic discourse. The writing is clear, articulate, and academic, maintaining a professional tone. The concept and content are systematically structured, employing complex sentence constructions efficiently, while maintaining clarity.


	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript is exceptional, timely, and of paramount importance. It offers a crucial and candid assessment of India's advancement in disability-inclusive education a decade following the significant RPwD Act. The framework is coherent, the examination is thorough, and the use of empirical data enhances the critique's impact. The transition to Universal Design for Learning (UDL) as the primary option in Section 5 is a robust, progressive recommendation.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
There are no apparent ethical issues.
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