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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.


	Study is important as it provides a clear & evidence-based understanding of inter-state disparities in female educational attainment across India. Findings offer valuable insights for policymakers to replicate successful state-level strategies, allocate resources more effectively, and design targeted interventions to improve educational outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is too broad. It does not specify which dimension of education (literacy, enrollment, years of schooling, educational index, etc.). Additionally, the term “Geographical Appraisal” is also not clear. Does it refer to inter-state comparison, spatial analysis, or mapping? It would be better the authors go with the refined topic given below.
Inter-State Disparities in Female Educational Attainment in India: A Composite Index Analysis Using NFHS-V Data
	

	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.


	· Authors are required to revise the Abstract. It mentions “education” and “States,” but rarely refers to females, even though the entire topic is female educational attainment.
· The aims and objectives of study are completely missing. Instead of putting a long introduction in abstract, authors are suggested to explicitly state the core objectives of study. 

· Abstract says “quantitative and qualitative techniques” were used, but no qualitative component is described. No interviews, focus groups, or qualitative indicators are mentioned. For me, NFHS-V should purely be a quantitative study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Authors are suggested to revise introduction. It reads like a philosophical essay on the value of education rather than an academic introduction to an empirical study. It hardly discusses female educational attainment, even though the paper title & purpose involve females.
· Authors need to revise objectives. Although the topic is female educational attainment, I wonder, none of objectives clearly state that the variables relate to females.

· In “Data Source” section, authors are required to provide complete & correct descriptions. Here, NFHS is described mainly in terms of fertility & demographics, but not in terms of educational variables, which is what the paper uses. Additionally, the authors could remember that the NFHS-5 data collection in India ended in 2021, not 2020.
· Authors’ claim of “quantitative and qualitative techniques” is incorrect. No qualitative data, interviews, focus groups, or thematic analysis is included. Authors are required to remove the “qualitative data” claim throughout the manuscript. 
· The discussion reads like a general essay. It should analyze why Kerala is exceptionally high, why Bihar is exceptionally low, why some UTs score high despite poor household indicators, and why some southern states score moderate despite high investments.

· I once again wonder the whole conclusion section is written without mentioning ‘females’ a single time even the main scope of topic is strongly based on gender.

· Authors could explicitly add implications.

· Authors could also add limitations and some directions for future research.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient, but style is inconsistent. The current list mixes different formatting styles (APA, APA-6, APA-7, and inconsistent capitalization. This section needs throughout revision. 
	

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


	A throughout proofreading is strongly suggested to rectify grammatical errors.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	The publication of this manuscript is contingent upon substantial revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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