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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.


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by providing micro-level empirical evidence on healthcare utilisation in rural India, an area where disaggregated village-level studies remain limited. By demonstrating that educational attainment plays a decisive role in private healthcare utilisation beyond affordability constraints, the study advances existing health economics and human capital theories. The combined use of binary logistic regression and principal component analysis offers a robust methodological framework to capture the multidimensional nature of financial accessibility and out-of-pocket expenditure. The findings have strong implications for health policy research, particularly in designing education- and awareness-oriented interventions to promote equitable and financially protected healthcare access.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the core focus of the study by highlighting educational attainment, private healthcare utilisation, and the rural context of Uttar Pradesh. However, for greater clarity and academic precision, an alternative title could be:

“Educational Attainment and Private Healthcare Utilisation in Rural Uttar Pradesh: Evidence from Logistic Regression and Principal Component Analysis.”


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well-structured, as it clearly outlines the aims, methodology, data, key findings, and conclusions of the study. However, it may be strengthened by briefly mentioning the policy relevance of the findings, particularly how the results inform improvements in public healthcare quality and the effective implementation of government health schemes. Additionally, a short reference to the micro-level (village-based) nature of the data would further highlight the study’s empirical contribution. No major deletions are required, as all included elements are relevant and concise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The research design, data collection process, and use of binary logistic regression and principal component analysis are suitable for addressing the stated objectives. The results are clearly interpreted, logically consistent with the empirical findings, and well supported by existing literature, making the overall scientific approach valid and credible.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references in the manuscript are sufficient and relevant, covering foundational theories and key empirical studies related to healthcare utilisation, education, and health economics. However, to ensure the literature review reflects the most recent trends and debates, it would be beneficial to include some additional recent publications (from the last 3–5 years), especially in areas such as:

· Health behaviour and health literacy: Recent studies examining how educational attainment shapes healthcare-seeking behaviour and awareness in rural populations.

· Out-of-pocket health expenditure: Current research on financial risk protection, catastrophic health spending, and the impact of health insurance reforms in India and other low- and middle-income countries.

· Quality of public healthcare services: Latest evidence on how perceptions of quality influence the choice between private and public healthcare providers.

· Policy evaluations: Recent assessments of government schemes such as Ayushman Bharat, health education campaigns, or primary healthcare strengthening efforts in rural settings.

Including a few newer citations (2020–2024) from high-impact journals in health policy, public health, and development economics will strengthen the manuscript’s engagement with up-to-date scholarship and enhance its academic relevance.


	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and generally well structured, with appropriate academic tone and terminology. Minor grammatical refinements and stylistic polishing particularly to reduce repetition and improve sentence flow in some sections may further enhance clarity, but no major language revisions are required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and policy-relevant issue by providing micro-level evidence on healthcare utilisation and financial accessibility in a rural Indian context. The study is well structured, methodologically sound, and clearly linked to existing theory and empirical literature. The use of both logistic regression and principal component analysis strengthens the analytical depth and enriches the interpretation of financial accessibility as a multidimensional concept. With minor improvements in language polishing and a clearer emphasis on policy implications, the paper has strong potential to contribute meaningfully to academic and policy discussions on rural healthcare access and health financing.
The manuscript is methodologically sound, scientifically valid, and addresses a relevant research gap with clear policy implications. The analysis is robust and well supported by literature. Minor revisions related to language polishing, sharper articulation of policy implications, and slight strengthening of recent references would further enhance the quality, but no major changes are required.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues are evident in the manuscript. The study is based on primary survey data, and it clearly states that informed consent was obtained from all participants and that confidentiality was maintained. Participation was voluntary, and no sensitive personal identifiers were disclosed, indicating that the research adheres to standard ethical norms for social science and health-related research.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified in this manuscript. The author has clearly declared that there are no competing interests, and there is no evidence of financial, institutional, or personal conflicts that could have influenced the research design, analysis, or interpretation of the findings.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr.S.SARANYA

	Department of Reviewer
	ALAGAPPA INSTITUTE OF MANAGEMENT

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Alagappa University

	Country of Reviewer
	India

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	POST DOCTORAL FELLOW

	Email ID of Reviewer
	smba7069@gmail.com
smba7069@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	8220586507

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Health Economics; Healthcare Utilisation and Access; Financial Inclusion and Out-of-Pocket Expenditure; Public Health Policy and Governance; Rural and Regional Development; Socio-economic Impact Assessment; Quantitative and Multivariate Research Methods.


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

