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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.


	This paper makes an important contribution by demonstrating that India's average development figures often mask stark subnational disparities. This research shifts the way we view gender; it shifts our perspective from simply as a statistical measure of development outcomes to an active institutional factor determining the quality of health and education. With its scale-sensitive approach, this study offers a framework for policymakers to design more targeted interventions at the district-level hotspots of poverty and gender inequality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It's good enough, but for reputable journals it would be better to focus on Data Sharpness (Granularity)
	

	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.


	You mention "synthesizes scholarship," but don't mention the time period of the data or the specific data sources (e.g., NFHS-4/5, NSSO, or PLFS) on which this synthesis is based.

The abstract feels a bit too theoretical. Readers want to see one or two of the most striking empirical findings (e.g., the contrast between female labor force participation rates in North and South India).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This paper is scientifically correct and narratively very convincing. You not only report regional variations, but also explain why they exist (through the lens of institutions and norms).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Very Up-to-Date: You include references from 2024, 2025, and 2026 (e.g., Srivastava et al., 2025; Sharma & Maiti, 2026; Eom et al., 2026). This demonstrates that your manuscript is at the forefront of current research.

Latest Data Integration: Mention of the NFHS-5 and the precision mapping study (Kim et al., 2021) demonstrates that you are not stuck in outdated literature.
	

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