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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by exploring how Primary Health Centres (PHCs) are distributed across districts in Kerala a state often praised for its public health successes. By conducting an equity analysis of healthcare infrastructure, it sheds light on potential disparities that could hinder access to essential services, particularly in underserved areas. The insights gained can guide policymakers and health planners in optimizing resource allocation and fostering equitable health outcomes. Additionally, it paves the way for similar equity focused assessments in other states and countries, emphasizing the value of data-driven strategies for strengthening health systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Are Primary Health Centres Equally Distributed in Kerala? An Equity Analysis across Districts," is straightforward and informative, but it could use a little polishing to enhance its academic precision and impact. Below are some suggestions for refinement:

- Spatial Equity in the Distribution of Primary Health Centres in Kerala: A District-Level Analysis

- Assessing Equity in Primary Health Centre Allocation across Kerala’s Districts

- Equity and Access: Distribution Patterns of Primary Health Centres in Kerala

- District-Level Disparities in Primary Health Centre Distribution in Kerala
	

	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 well-organized, methodologically sound, and does a great job of conveying the study’s scope and findings. It strikes a nice balance between statistical rigor and policy relevance. That said, a few tweaks could really boost clarity, precision, and impact:

Equitable access to primary healthcare is a cornerstone of Kerala’s public health successes. This study looks into how Primary Health Centres (PHCs) are distributed across Kerala’s districts, using data from 2024–25. We took a comprehensive approach: descriptive statistics set the baseline for PHC density; correlation analysis explored links with socio-demographic factors; Lorenz curves and Gini coefficients assessed inequality; and a composite Vulnerability Index pinpointed districts facing multiple structural challenges. On average, there were 1.7 PHCs per 100,000 people, with Wayanad having the highest density at 2.85 and Kollam the lowest at 1.20. We found a strong correlation between PHC density and the share of Scheduled Tribes, and a moderate link with poverty and rural areas, while literacy and the share of Scheduled Castes showed weak or even negative correlations. The Lorenz curve was closely aligned with the equality line, resulting in a Gini coefficient of 0.12, which indicates low inequality. However, the Vulnerability Index highlighted Palakkad, Kollam, Idukki, and Wayanad as priority districts due to their overlapping socio-demographic challenges. These findings underscore Kerala’s relative success in equitable PHC distribution while also pointing out the need for targeted efforts to enhance access in vulnerable areas.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically sound according to the abstract. It employs suitable methods, accurately interprets the results, and reaches conclusions that are relevant to policy. To enhance its scientific credibility, it would be beneficial to ensure transparency regarding data sources, validate the statistics, and briefly acknowledge any limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent
	

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


	Yes, the English language quality of this article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	With those little adjustments I have made above, the manuscript could be ready for publication
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