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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 makes a significant and timely contribution to the literature on educational equity in India. By employing a state-level panel data analysis from 2012 to 2025, it moves beyond national averages to reveal crucial interstate variations in gender gaps across the entire school education lifecycle. The finding that gender parity at the primary level is not sustained through secondary and higher secondary education is critical for policy. Furthermore, the panel regression analysis identifying female literacy as the most consistent mitigating factor, while infrastructure alone is insufficient, provides valuable, evidence-based insights for targeted intervention. This work is directly relevant to achieving SDG 4 (Quality Education) and SDG 5 (Gender Equality) in the Indian context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is accurate and comprehensive. It clearly states the geographic focus (India), the subject (gender in/equality), the specific educational stages under study, and the methodological approach (state-specific analysis). No alternative title is needed.
	

	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-structured and summarizes the key objectives, methods, findings, and implications. To strengthen it, consider adding one sentence to explicitly mention the key methodological finding about the determinants. For example: "The panel regression results identify female literacy as the most significant and consistent factor in reducing gender gaps across all educational stages."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodological framework is sound, employing appropriate descriptive statistics and panel regression techniques for the research questions. The data sources (UDISE+, Census, NSS) are authoritative. The scientific correctness of the econometric analysis hinges on the precise definition of variables and model specification, which are adequately described. The conclusions logically follow from the presented results and discussion.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list covers foundational theories (e.g., Becker, 1964), key India-specific studies (e.g., Desai & Kulkarni, 2008), and relevant recent works (e.g., Gupta & Prakash, 2024). However, a critical issue must be addressed: several hyperlinks in the reference list are broken (returning 404 or 403 errors). This undermines the manuscript's academic credibility. The author must replace all broken links with stable Digital Object Identifiers (DOIs) or verified URLs before publication. For example, links to academic.oup.com articles should be replaced with their official DOI links (e.g., https://doi.org/10.1093/...).
	

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


	The language is generally clear and formal, suitable for scholarly communication. There are minor grammatical inconsistencies and occasional awkward phrasing that would benefit from careful proofreading. For instance, in the Literature Review: "These constraints disproportionately affect girls during adolescence, leading to higher dropout rates." This is clear. A round of professional editing would polish the manuscript to a high standard.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a robust study with strong potential. To elevate it further, consider these suggestions:

1. Visualization: The figures (1-4) are currently placeholders. Creating actual line graphs (for trends) or choropleth maps (for geographic disparities) would greatly enhance data interpretation.

2. Discussion Depth: The discussion of regression results, especially counterintuitive ones (e.g., the positive coefficient for school infrastructure at some levels), could be deepened by exploring potential socio-cultural explanations.

3. Policy Linkage: The conclusion could more explicitly link specific findings (e.g., the importance of female teachers in secondary education) to existing national policies like Samagra Shiksha, offering concrete, evidence-backed recommendations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. The study uses publicly available, aggregated secondary data from official government sources (UDISE+, NSS, Census). There is no indication of research involving human subjects directly, so ethical approval is not applicable.
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