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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 contribution of this manuscript to the scientific community is the introduction of micro-level evidence on household out-of-pocket spending on primary education in one of the poorly studied regions, which is Tripura. The study is able to fill a significant literature gap because the prevailing studies on the subject have focused on the secondary or higher education yet early schooling is the cornerstone of the whole educational process. The results provide important insights on the ways gender, socio-economic status, residence, and parental characteristics influence educational investment, which supports the knowledge on educational inequality. Besides, the policy-relevant analysis in the study also underlines the evidence-based interventions to overcome the financial barriers and promote inclusive and equitable education according to SDG 4.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Household Out-of-Pocket Expenditure on Primary Education in Tripura: Evidence from a Micro-Level Study

· Financing Primary Education at the Household Level: An Empirical Analysis of Out-of-Pocket Expenditure in Tripura

· Socio-Economic Determinants of Household Spending on Primary Education in Tripura

· Inequality in Household Financing of Primary Education: Evidence from Tripura

· Household Investment in Primary Education: Patterns and Determinants of Out-of-Pocket Expenditure in Tripura


	

	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 of the article is also very broad and well portrays the focus of the study, source of data, important findings and relevance of the study to policy. It is a good demonstration of socio-economic and demographic inequalities in household out-of-pocket spending on primary education and the findings are associated with the greater issues of equity and SDG 4. Nevertheless, it might be more effective to mention the methodological approach to be employed in the abstract (descriptive analysis and regression techniques) and to quantify at least one of the major findings, i.e., the average level of household spending or the level of gender disparity. Background details should be concise with only minor streamlining though no significant deletions have to be made. The abstract in general would be more accurate and more in line with the standards of academic journal, but these minor details would make the abstract more clear.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is scientifically correct and methodologically adequate. The research questions are well-defined, the research design is adequate to the presented questions, the primary household survey data will be used together with descriptive statistics and OLS regression, which is appropriate to study the out-of-pocket spending on primary education. The economic theory and previous literature are highly motivating to the variables, and the results reading is generally in line with the empirical data. Although the study might have been slightly improved (e.g. refer to limitations, including sample size and possible recall bias, more thoroughly justify some of the coding of variables), they do not jeopardize the scientific validity of the study. In general, the article complies with the existing guidelines of an empirical research in the economics field and offers credible evidence to the literature about education financing and inequality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are adequately adequate and relevant to the subject. Nevertheless, I would include some newer studies (within the last 2 to 5 years) dedicated to household education expenditure, socio-economic predictors of educational investment, or local considerations that pertain to South Asia or India. The use of a greater number of more recent literature will create a better relationship between the manuscript and the modern discussions and new empirical findings.
	

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


	Yes, the general language and quality of the writing in English of the article is mostly appropriate to academic communication. Appropriate use of academic words, formal tone and clarity in statement of the research objectives, the research methodology and the research findings have been in place in the manuscript. The arguments are mostly logically arranged and simple to comprehend. Nevertheless, small language editing would enhance the paper by making it easier to read, supporting the flow of the sentence and grammatical accuracy in some of the sentences, especially when they are long or repetitive. The paper could also be polished in terms of light proofreading or even professional language polishing to make contents easy to read and fit the requirements of international peer-reviewed journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, the paper is a very well-organized and policy-focused work covering a significant, but poorly studied field in education economics, including primary education and in the state of Tripura. The research is well-motivated, has a sound methodology, and is backed by a proper empirical analysis and literature. The results provide useful insights into the fact that there are socio-economic and gender-based differences in household spending of education, as well as implications in relation to education policy and equity. After some slight changes aimed at the better language refinement, better emphasis of the limitations and a few additional support of the abstract and the literature section with recent publications, the manuscript would be ready to be published in a respected academic journal.
The manuscript examines household out-of-pocket expenditure on primary education in Tripura, focusing on socio-economic and demographic disparities. It finds that wealthier, urban, and male students receive higher financial investment, while disadvantaged groups, particularly Scheduled Castes, face more financial barriers. The study also highlights the impact of mother’s occupation on educational spending, with government-employed mothers contributing more. Despite public education initiatives, the research stresses the need for policies promoting gender equity, women’s economic empowerment, and improved public education to address financial burdens and ensure inclusive education.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Various ethical issues are brought up in the house-out-of-pocket manuscript in Tripura. Participants should be properly informed and informed consent has to be received particularly in minors who must be aware of the purpose of the study as well as of the risks. Anonymization of the data should be done in order to preserve privacy and confidentiality. Based on the setting that involves vulnerable groups, including low-income and marginalized, it is crucial to ensure that they are not put at a disadvantage or are not discriminated to some extent. Also, sampling must not have biases that might lock out some groups of people and the researcher must be aware of the possible policy implications of his research to avoid imposing negative effects on the vulnerable groups.
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