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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript contributes to the growing literature on adolescent well-being by examining school satisfaction across government and private schools in a smaller urban Indian context, which is relatively underrepresented in empirical research. By using a multidimensional standardized scale, the study adds localized evidence on school climate and adolescent satisfaction, offering implications for educational planning and school-level interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Seems Fine
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of its objectives, use of a standardized instrument (SASSI), and descriptive cross-sectional design. However, the reliance solely on frequency, percentage, and Z-tests, combined with a purposive and limited sample, restricts the strength of inferential conclusions. The finding of uniformly high satisfaction across all subgroups raises concerns about potential ceiling effects and social desirability bias, which the authors appropriately acknowledge but could address more rigorously in the methodology and analysis sections.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is largely adequate and reasonably up to date, including both international (OECD, UNICEF, WHO) and Indian studies, with several citations from the past five years. 

However, the manuscript would benefit from:

· Inclusion of more recent Indian empirical studies on school climate and adolescent well-being.

· At least one reference discussing measurement limitations or ceiling effects in satisfaction scales.

· Additional citation from school well-being or positive education frameworks (e.g., school connectedness or whole-school approaches).


	

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


	The overall language is clear and understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate language editing to improve grammatical accuracy, sentence structure, and academic tone. Some sections contain repetitive phrasing and minor inconsistencies (e.g., tense usage, article placement, and statistical terminology) that should be refined.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and provides useful descriptive insights into adolescent school satisfaction in a localized Indian context. With improvements in methodological transparency (informed consent procedures, justification for sample size, and limited detail on the rationale for statistical tests), statistical rigor, and language polishing, the study has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to educational and adolescent well-being research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical concerns are evident. The study appears to involve minimal risk, and the authors have included a competing interests declaration. However, the manuscript would be strengthened by explicitly stating:

· Whether informed consent (and parental consent) was obtained

· Whether institutional or departmental ethical approval was secured
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