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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides robust empirical evidence on how electricity access shapes multidimensional household well-being in the Democratic Republic of Congo. It fills a major research gap by examining the moderating role of rural urban residence an aspect largely overlooked in prior studies. The findings advance theoretical understanding of the energy, poverty, well- being nexus and demonstrate that electrification can significantly reduce territorial inequalities. The study also offers policy-relevant insights for designing more effective and inclusive electrification strategies in low-access countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. 

It clearly reflects the main variables examined electricity access and combined well-being and accurately highlights the moderating role of residence, which is central to the study’s findings.
	

	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 effectively presents the dataset (MICS 2018), the methodology (OLS with robust standard errors), the key variables, and the major findings. It also clearly states the importance of electricity access for multidimensional well-being and highlights rural–urban differences, which are central to the study. Overall, the abstract captures the essence of the paper and provides a coherent summary for readers.
	

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

The study is grounded in a solid theoretical framework, supported by well-established development economics concepts such as Sen’s Capability Approach, Human Capital Theory, and the Energy Ladder. The empirical methodology is appropriate and rigorously applied: the use of nationally representative MICS 2018 data, a clearly defined dependent and independent variable set, and OLS regression with robust standard errors all align with accepted econometric standards. The results are consistently interpreted, statistically significant, and logically coherent with existing literature, demonstrating internal validity and strong empirical robustness.

Overall, the manuscript presents scientifically valid methods, accurate interpretations, and reliable conclusions, making it a sound contribution to the energy–well-being literature.
	

	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, relevant, and generally up-to-date. They include foundational theoretical works (Sen, Becker, Leach), strong empirical studies from Africa and Asia (Dinkelman 2011; Khandker et al. 2012; Bernard 2010; Lipscomb et al. 2013), and recent publications from 2020–2024, which ensures the manuscript is well anchored in contemporary research. The inclusion of World Bank and UNICEF reports further strengthens the empirical grounding for the DRC context. Overall, the reference list adequately reflects both classical and modern literature on electrification, well-being, and rural–urban disparities.
	

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


	Yes, the overall English quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is coherent, academically structured, and uses appropriate terminology for development economics, energy studies, and econometric analysis. Key arguments are clearly explained, the methodology is well articulated, and the interpretation of results is logically presented. The manuscript demonstrates a strong command of academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely issue, especially for countries with persistently low electricity access such as the Democratic Republic of Congo. The combination of a multidimensional well-being index with robust econometric analysis adds substantial value to the existing literature. The paper is well-structured, and the discussion is logically connected to both theory and empirical evidence. Strengthening the contextual explanation of the well-being index and refining a few long sentences would further enhance clarity. Overall, the study is well-executed, policy-relevant, and makes a meaningful contribution to the energy–development empirical literature.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. The study uses publicly available, anonymized secondary data from the MICS 2018 survey, which is collected under UNICEF’s established ethical protocols. No identifiable personal information, sensitive health data, or experimental interventions are involved. The analysis adheres to standard practices in empirical research, and therefore the manuscript meets ethical requirements for scholarly publication.
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