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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.


	The manuscript examines an important and timely issue by analyzing the impact of COVID-19 on elementary education and virtual schooling in aspirational districts of the North-East Region of India. The focus on marginalized social and economic groups adds strong social relevance to the study. The use of primary data from 307 students provides a solid empirical base, and the manuscript is well structured in terms of objectives, methodology, and presentation of findings. However, the study remains largely descriptive and would benefit from deeper analytical interpretation, clearer justification of the research instrument, and stronger integration of literature with the findings. With appropriate revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to research on digital education in disadvantaged contexts.
This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence from aspirational districts, which are underrepresented in studies on digital learning during the COVID-19 pandemic. The focus on elementary-level learners from marginalized communities helps to deepen understanding of educational inequality in crisis situations. The study also aligns well with national education policies such as NEP-2020 and NIPUN Bharat Mission, making it relevant for both researchers and policymakers. The findings can inform the design of inclusive and blended learning models in post-pandemic education systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the scope, context, and population of the study. However, the title is relatively long and could be slightly shortened for better clarity and readability.

“Impact of COVID-19 and Virtual Schooling on Elementary Students’ Learning Outcomes in 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 comprehensive and clearly summarizes the background, objectives, methodology, sample size, key findings, and policy relevance. However, the authors may consider adding one short sentence specifying the study design more explicitly (for example, cross-sectional mixed-methods survey) and briefly highlighting one key policy implication. No major deletions are required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of study design, data collection, sampling, and ethical reporting. The methodology is appropriate for a survey-based descriptive study. However, the scientific rigor could be strengthened by:

1. Providing clearer information on the development and validation of the research schedule/instrument.

2. Including some basic inferential analysis (for example, comparisons by gender or class level) to go beyond descriptive statistics.

3. Strengthening the discussion by linking the findings more clearly with existing empirical studies.

These issues require revision but do not invalidate the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and generally appropriate. However, a large proportion of recent references are by the same authors (2025), which limits the diversity of sources. The authors are encouraged to include additional recent international studies from peer-reviewed journals and reports by organizations such as UNESCO or the World Bank to strengthen the theoretical and empirical grounding.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, several sections contain long and repetitive sentences, and minor grammatical and stylistic errors are present. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity, conciseness, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is highly descriptive; adding some inferential or comparative analysis would strengthen the contribution.

The literature review section should be more clearly connected to the study’s own findings.

The discussion section should focus more on interpretation and comparison with previous studies rather than repeating results. 
The manuscript addresses an important topic and is based on valuable primary data. However, major revisions are required to improve analytical depth, strengthen methodological clarity, diversify references, and refine language before the manuscript can be considered for acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are identified. The authors report informed consent and anonymous reporting of data. However, the manuscript does not clearly state whether formal approval was obtained from an institutional ethics committee. The authors should clarify this point.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified.


	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected.
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