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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.


	This manuscript addresses a very significant issue in education and gender studies. The focus on Northern Nigeria is important because it highlights a region where cultural, economic, and policy barriers strongly intersect to keep girls out of school. By reviewing recent literature and presenting a clear synthesis, the article provides insights that can inform policymakers, NGOs, and academics. It contributes to ongoing global discussions on gender equality and sustainable development, making it valuable for both researchers and practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly conveys the study's focus and captures the three key dimensions — cultural, economic, and policy barriers. It is precise and informative, and I do not think it requires modification.
	

	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 clear and covers the main arguments, barriers, and proposed solutions. It also highlights the importance of digital learning, a relevant emerging theme. A minor suggestion would be to make the final sentences more concise, emphasizing the paper's main contribution rather than repeating too many details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The arguments are supported with references and existing frameworks. The review is logically structured and connects theory with empirical findings. Some areas could benefit from tighter synthesis to reduce repetition, but the scientific quality is sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, and many are recent (2021–2024). The inclusion of both international and Nigerian studies strengthens the credibility of the work. A few more region-specific references on education policy implementation in Nigeria could make the review even stronger, but overall the reference list is adequate.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a good command of English, and the arguments are understandable, but the language would benefit from further editing. There are several grammatical inconsistencies, awkward phrasing, and repetitions. While these issues do not undermine the scientific content, they occasionally affect clarity and flow. A careful language revision is recommended to ensure the article fully meets the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is timely and policy-relevant. The strength lies in the clear structure and the integration of cultural, economic, and policy frameworks. However, the article is somewhat fragmented into very small subsections, which makes it read more like a report than a continuous academic argument. Merging some of these sections and developing the analysis in a more sustained manner would improve coherence and scholarly depth. Reducing redundancy across sections and polishing the language would also enhance the overall flow. Finally, adding one or two figures/diagrams would make the argument more visually engaging.
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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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