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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.


	· The manuscript provides empirical evidence on how electricity access influences multidimensional household well-being in a low-income, infrastructure-limited context.

· By using nationally representative MICS data and a comprehensive well-being index, it enhances methodological rigor in the study of energy–welfare relationships.

· The research offers novel insights into rural–urban disparities, highlighting how electrification affects households differently across geographic settings.

· Its findings carry important policy implications, helping scholars and practitioners understand how energy access can reduce inequalities and promote inclusive development in the DRC and similar environments.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Is generally suitable.
	

	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.


	· Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive. 

· It clearly presents the data source,

·  methods, 

· key findings, 

· and policy implications. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound.

 The study uses an appropriate nationally representative dataset (MICS 2018), applies a standard and valid econometric method and controls for key household characteristics. The conclusions are logically derived from the presented findings, and the results are consistent with existing literature on electricity access and well-being.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and include many well-established and influential works in the electrification and well-being literature. You have a good mix of classic theoretical references (e.g., Becker, Sen, Modigliani), foundational empirical studies (e.g., Dinkelman 2011; Khandker et al. 2012, 2014), and several recent papers up to 2023–2024, which shows that the manuscript is well connected to current research.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article appear suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and academically structured. Key concepts are expressed precisely, and the abstract demonstrates an appropriate level of complexity for academic work. Minor polishing or simplification in a few long sentences may improve readability, but overall the language meets the standards expected for a scholarly manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written and addresses an important issue. It uses robust data and methods, clearly presents results, and offers valuable insights on rural–urban disparities in electricity access and well-being. Minor language polishing could improve readability, but overall it is suitable for scholarly publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the information provided, there do not appear to be any ethical issues in this manuscript. The study uses publicly available, de-identified survey data (MICS 2018), and no human or animal subjects were directly involved in a way that would require additional ethical approval. Proper citation of data sources (UNICEF, World Bank) is included, and there is no indication of plagiarism or misrepresentation.

Ethical approval was not required for this study because it used publicly available, anonymized survey data.
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