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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.


	By synthesizing recent Indian research using a clear stratification framework that differentiates between vertical and horizontal inequalities, this manuscript significantly adds to the expanding body of knowledge on first-generation college students. The research contributes to the global FGCL discourse by placing FGCL experiences within caste linguistic geographic and socioeconomic frameworks going beyond Western-centric analytical models. A helpful conceptual framework for upcoming empirical research and the development of policies in Indian higher education is offered by the thematic mapping of fourteen recent studies. All things considered, the review supports comparative studies in higher education and emphasizes the necessity of institutional interventions that are sensitive to the context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appropriately conveys the scope and focus of the manuscript and is generally appropriate. 
	

	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, logical and easy to understand. But the following could make it stronger: It can be improved by stating the vertical and horizontal cluster framework that was employed in the analysis, and adding a brief statement of implications for research or policy. The abstract only needs minor clarification and tightening of the phrasing no significant deletions are required. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has a logical structure and sound concepts. A logical analytical lens is offered by the stratification framework, and the synthesis of empirical research is methodical and theoretically supported. The conversation highlights contextual specificity while suitably relating Indian findings to global FGCL literature. A more thorough explanation of the narrative review, methodology, a discussion of the study selection limitations and a quick mention of the methodological diversity among the included studies are all possible minor enhancements. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Relevance is strengthened by the reference list which is generally adequate and contains a number of recent sources (2023–2025). The FGCL foundational scholarship is properly referenced. Possible additions for broader theoretical grounding: Bourdieu-informed analyses of stratification and educational capital and new research on equity in higher education in the global south. These are not absolutely required but they would strengthen theoretical placement.
	

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


	Overall, the language quality is appropriate for scholarly publication with consistent terminology and a clear organization. Sentence length article usage and minor grammatical errors, however, can occasionally impact readability. The findings and discussion sections in particular would benefit from careful proofreading or expert language editing to further improve clarity and concision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
The author may have used AI tools for language improvement or content generation. It must be disclosed. 
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