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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 manuscript sheds light on a significant issue concerning the unequal distribution of educational credit across different states in India. Gaining an understanding of the disparities in educational financing is crucial for policymakers and researchers who wish to improve equitable access to higher education. By applying econometric analysis, the study makes a valuable contribution to the existing literature, exploring important determinants such as the gross enrolment ratio, the availability of bank branches, and various economic factors. The findings offer practical insights that can help guide the development of policies aimed at enhancing access to educational credit and advancing inclusive development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is well chosen and clearly captures the main focus of the study. It effectively communicates that the research explores interstate disparities in educational credit within India. The title is concise and aligns well with the central objectives of the manuscript, giving readers an immediate understanding of what to expect from the study.
	

	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 gives a clear and straightforward summary of the research objective, the methods used, and the main findings. To make it even stronger, it would be helpful to briefly mention what the results might mean for policy in the area of educational financing. Adding a sentence or two at the end to highlight the significance of these findings for policymakers would provide the abstract with a more impactful and meaningful conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript reflects thoughtful and diligent scientific work, with methods carefully chosen to address the research questions in a meaningful way. By drawing on secondary data from respected sources such as the Reserve Bank of India and the All-India Survey on Higher Education, the study builds a strong and credible base for its analysis. The decision to use the Gini coefficient and pooled regression analysis is well justified, as these tools are well suited to uncovering both the extent and the underlying causes of disparities in the distribution of educational credit. Altogether, these methodological choices not only add to the reliability of the research but also make the findings more insightful and relevant for those interested in educational policy and equity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript draws on relevant literature related to higher education financing and economic development, providing a solid background for the study. To make the literature review even stronger, it would be helpful to include a few more recent studies, especially those focusing on student loan systems, inequalities in educational financing, or current higher education funding policies. Adding references from the last few years (2020–2024) could further enhance the academic relevance and show that the paper is fully up to date with the latest research in the field.
	

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


	The manuscript is easy to follow and effectively communicates the main ideas. Making a few small grammatical and formatting adjustments would help the writing flow even better and give the work a more polished, academic feel. For instance, there is a formatting issue in the introduction where the phrase referring to “formal and vocational education” is split across lines, which could be smoothed out during editing. Likewise, revising sentences such as “In India both Central and State government have prioritized the development of an educational infrastructure…” to “In India, both the central and state governments have prioritized the development of educational infrastructure.” would improve clarity. Correcting minor spelling mistakes like “recieved” instead of “received” will also help. Overall, a careful language and formatting edit would enhance the manuscript’s clarity and consistency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript takes on an important topic in educational financing and offers valuable empirical insights into the differences in educational credit across states in India. The use of statistical analysis and clear presentation of descriptive results adds depth to our understanding of regional inequalities in access to educational loans. To make the paper even stronger, it could be helpful to expand the discussion around policy implications and more clearly connect the findings to wider conversations about higher education financing and equity. Sharpening the language and refining some parts of the discussion section would further improve the overall quality and impact of the manuscript.
The manuscript tackles a meaningful issue and makes good use of suitable empirical methods. With a few small enhancements, such as refining the language, adding some additional recent literature, and expanding on the discussion of policy implications, the overall quality and impact of the paper could be made even stronger.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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