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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 is important for the scientific community as it highlights the paradox of women's representation in Indian democracy, balancing constitutional guarantees and systemic barriers. It integrates historical trends, legal frameworks, and socio-cultural dynamics, contributing to a nuanced understanding of gender in governance. The findings serve as a call to action for structural reforms and align with broader debates on inclusive political systems and gender equity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and encapsulates the focus of the study effectively. If refinement is needed, a suggestion could be:

"Women's Representation in Indian Democracy: Institutional Structures and Challenges of Substantive Participation."
	

	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 is comprehensive, summarizing the paper's objectives, methodology, findings, and significance. However, a slight improvement could involve explicitly mentioning the qualitative methods employed (e.g., content analysis) and key implications for future reforms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The combination of historical data and content analysis strengthens its validity. However, clarification on the specific methodologies employed for content analysis (e.g., coding frameworks, thematic categorization) would enhance transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant. To ensure broader contextualization, including studies on global gender quota systems (e.g., Rwanda, Nordic countries) may provide additional comparative insights.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical adjustments and streamlining certain complex sentences could further improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The discussion section is detailed and aligns with the findings. However, a dedicated subsection on policy recommendations may provide actionable insights.

  Graphs (Figures 1–3) are informative, but a clearer explanation of trends in the captions would improve comprehension.

  The conclusion effectively summarizes the study but could include a brief roadmap for future research.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

.
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