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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 paper offers an important contribution to the findings of the scientific community with a significant issue of timely importance concerning equity in access to primary care as a pillar of public health and sustainable development. Kerala is often held up as an example for health equity, and while this study observed the overall indicators, it examined key primary health centers (PHCs) from an intra-state distribution perspective. The authors successfully applied quantitative methods which included Lorenz curves and Gini coefficients and created a pseudo-composite index based on secondary data to measure vulnerability associated with sub-state health equity. The study methods have a degree of rigor and significance contributing to healthcare equity within the sub-state context. These findings will be of interest to policy makers, researchers and planners focusing on health infrastructure distribution and to elevate equity and social justice in healthcare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is suitable but I suggest it should be modified to “An equity analysis of primary health centers distribution across 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 complete and well organized. It summarizes the objective, data, methods, and main findings. I recommend adding a minor point - one or two sentences about its policy implications (e.g., ‘the findings can inform planning for PHC resource allocation and enhance the commitment to health equity in Kerala’). Otherwise, it does a good job of articulating the study’s contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the methodology is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references span a variety of sources that are most recent and relevant to the current literature up to 2023–2024. Incorporating the reports of the WHO, NITI Aayog, and Kerala Planning Board lends credibility and value to the references. The author may also consider adding at least one or two spatial accessibility studies (i.e., GIS-based studies) to substantiate the literature as well.

	

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


	Yes. The tone of the piece is easy-to-understand, formal and appropriate for the academic publication.  Some minor stylistic cleaning (breaking up long sentences, consistency in format of data reported such as percent versus proportion) would improve this but it is not critical.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This article is an important empirical study that possesses both methods rigor and policy relevance. There are slight changes to improve flow and section numbering (there is particular confusion with the ordering between "Conclusion" to "Scope for Further Research") moving forward. The relevance and implications of the study are timely and align well with the journal's interests, as it pertains to some of the social and economic aspects of public policy.
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