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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 is an excellent, timely, and rigorous study that effectively addresses the complex dynamics of multidimensional poverty in India. The application of the Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI) and the subsequent comparison with the Human Development Index (HDI) provide a powerful, multi-faceted view of deprivation. The finding shows that over 248 million people escaped multidimensional poverty during the period is a major result that deserves prominent discussion. The use of nationally representative data and established methodologies (Alkire-Foster) ensures a high degree of scientific credibility.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This is an excellent title, especially for a journal focusing on current research and technology adoption in an Asian context.
	

	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 of the article is highly comprehensive and follows the established structure for a high-impact academic publication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the methodological approach and the information provided in the manuscript snippets, the article is considered scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous for a cross-sectional study in its field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Avoid the serial number of the references. The references are sufficient to support the study's claims and are highly current, ensuring the discussion is placed at the forefront of contemporary development research.
	

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


	The writing is clear and scholarly, but minor grammatical corrections and sentence tightening are needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Add a short paragraph in the introduction highlighting what differentiates this study from similar MPI–HDI comparative works.

Streamline Section 6.2 (Policy Implications) to avoid excessive policy detail not directly derived from analysis.

Conduct a careful proofreading to fix minor typographical issues and inconsistencies in reference formatting.

The manuscript has solid empirical grounding and strong potential for publication after minor revision. Enhancing methodological transparency, deepening theoretical linkage, and refining presentation will significantly improve its quality.
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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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