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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 study contributes valuable district-level evidence on the relationship between women’s education and early marriage by using large-scale, nationally representative data from NFHS-5. It advances scientific understanding by identifying intra-state inequalities that are often masked in state-level or national analyses. The findings strengthen existing theoretical and empirical models linking female educational attainment to demographic and social outcomes, particularly marriage timing and women’s empowerment. Furthermore, the study provides a reproducible framework for researchers to conduct sub-national analyses using secondary data to inform targeted policy interventions and social development programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Women’s Education and Child Marriage in Maharashtra: District Evidence for Policy Action from NFHS-5”
	

	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 and well-structured, clearly presenting the objective, data source, methods, key findings, and conclusion. Minor improvements are suggested by explicitly mentioning the use of Pearson correlation analysis, specifying the number of districts (36) in the opening lines, and slightly strengthening the policy implication in the conclusion. Overall, only small refinements are needed to improve clarity and academic impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study is methodologically sound, uses reliable and nationally representative NFHS-5 data, and applies appropriate statistical and comparative techniques. The findings are logically derived from the data and are well supported by existing literature. The conclusions are consistent with the results and are presented in a clear, ethical, and academically acceptable manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	“International Institute for Population Sciences (IIPS) & ICF (2021). National Family Health Survey (NFHS-5), 2019–21: India Report”.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The article is written in clear, formal, and professional academic English, with appropriate scientific tone and terminology throughout. The structure, flow of ideas, and presentation of arguments meet the standards expected in peer-reviewed journals. Only very minor copy-editing, if any, would be sufficient to further enhance readability and stylistic consistency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important social and public health issue using high-quality national data. The analysis is clear, logically presented, and supported by relevant literature. The district-level approach adds strong policy relevance and practical value. Overall, it is a well-prepared study with meaningful academic and societal contribution.

The manuscript is well-structured, methodologically sound, scientifically valid, and highly relevant to public health and social science research. The analysis is clear, data sources are credible, and conclusions are well-supported. Only minor editorial refinements are required, making it suitable for publication after small revisions.
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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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