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	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 study contributes to the growing body of research about Post-Pandemic Education by developing an evidence base that uses empirical, child-centred evidence from aspirational districts in India’s North-East Region (NER), which is a region that is not well represented within the education literature of India. The focus on marginalised and tribal populations helps to foster equity-oriented conversations related to NEP-2020 and the NIPUN Bharat Mission. The study advances the literature on how virtual schooling has impacted student learning outcomes, student engagement, and student well-being during the COVID-19 pandemic by using a mixed-methods research design and a large, regionally diverse sample of participants. Researchers, practitioners, and policymakers who are involved in the promotion of digital inclusion and competency-based education in low-resource environments can use the findings of the current study to guide their work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, population, and geographic focus of the study. However, it is somewhat long and could be streamlined for clarity and impact.

Suggested alternative (optional):
Impact of COVID-19 on Elementary Education and Virtual Schooling: Evidence from Aspirational Districts of North-East India

	

	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 concise and well organized with a clear description of the background, methodology, sample size, key findings, and relevance to policy. Inclusion of quantitative measures also improves clarity and credibility.
Suggestions for Improvement: 
· Add a short explanation for the selection of "Classes VII & VIII" as they are called "elementary" when they normally fall under the umbrella category of upper primary grades. 
· Reduce the number of percentages slightly for easier reading, and to lessen the chance of overloading readers with too much information in the abstract. 
· Include a single, clear sentence that explicitly states what the study's most significant contribution to research or policy will be. For example, "Implications for future blended learning models following the COVID-19 pandemic."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound.
Minor clarification could be added regarding:
· Limitations on the use of children’s Self-Reported Data. 
· Generalization of findings beyond the districts identified as “Aspirational.”
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The citations are appropriate, adequate, and primarily current, with substantial amounts of research and official policy recommendations regarding COVID 19-era education included in them. Additionally, the use of studies published in 2025 contributes further to the timeliness of this paper.
Further suggestions for improvement would include: 
· Add 1-2 cross-country study comparisons about the digital divide or post-COVID education in elementary schools (i.e., UNESCO reports, World Bank, etc.); 
· If room allows, consider also including a more recent systematic review of the effectiveness of online learning in lower primary or upper primary education.
	

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


	The manuscript is adequately written to convey scholarly communications, and is organized to be clear, neutral, and consistent across all areas of scholarly research, but does require minor grammatical revisions and/or a reduced number of words in certain sections (i.e., Methodology and Findings) to improve the readability of the manuscript.
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	Overall, the study is publishable with minor revisions and holds strong relevance for journals focused on education policy, digital learning, and development studies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified in the manuscript. 

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, the authors have declared no competing interests.
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