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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 article has considerable implications for the scientific community as it would allow analysing female education and early marriage at the district level in Maharashtra based on the NFHS-5 data (2019-21), and found that the inter-district differences are striking and that child marriage prevalence is negatively correlated with women's schooling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There is no need to use an alternative since it is brief, precise, and scholarly to the scientific community.
	

	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 is detailed of a cross-sectional study that addresses the aims, design, data source (NFHS-5, 36 districts), methodology (5 indicators, descriptive/comparative/correlation analysis). The ideal length is no need to add more than 300 words to the number of words required to keep the journal standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate because of the use of validated NFHS-5 (2019-21) district-level data based on official sources (IIPS and MoHFW), the proper use of cross-sectional methodology, and the proper listing of the state/national benchmarks.

No methodological flaws - descriptive/comparative/correlation tests are appropriate in the secondary data; conclusions (urban-rural differences, education-marriage relationship) are drawn based on the evidence and do not go beyond it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the sources are adequate and are of recent years to make a descriptive NFHS-5 analysis, including primary sources of data (NFHS-5 factsheets 2021 ), previous surveys (NFHS-4 2017 ), and the literature on education-marriage associations (2013-2022).

None of the deletions were required; however, 2-3 recent references were to be added to be comprehensive.
	

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


	The language and quality of writing of the article seem to be appropriate for scholarly communication. The language of the report is clear, formal, and precise, which is common in academic research. It also uses the right technical language and follows up with a logical structure of expressing objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions, which are key to scholarly articles. It means that the quality of language is of the academic level of clarity and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article has presented its findings in a comprehensive way using clear and formal language that is understandable to academic readers. It gives detailed data analysis, cites reliable sources, and follows ethical guidelines. Fewer edits to the coherence and language might increase readability even more. On the whole, it is properly organized and fits the academic communication.
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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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