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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.


	INTRODUCTION: Nearly every sentence is followed by a reference, making the reading feel like a forced literature review.

There is no interesting opening (hook) about the importance of the topic and Jumps straight to statistical data without building the context of the problem.
Does not explain why Maharashtra is important/interesting to study (e.g.: state with largest economy, high socio-economic diversity, etc.)

DATA AND METHODS: There is no explanation of NFHS-5: What is it? Who implements it? What is the sampling design?

The sentence "This approach is consistent with recent district-level..." is more appropriate in the Introduction or Discussion.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION: Table 1 is less informative because the table title is too generic, there are no summary statistics (mean, SD, min, max, median), there is no categorization or grouping (e.g.: High/Medium/Low performers).

Incomplete Statistical Presentation: No p-value this is crucial for validity!
Weak and Superficial Discussion, No in-depth analysis on: Why do urbanized districts perform better? (Infrastructure? Economic opportunities? Cultural factors?)

Premature and Non-Substantive Policy Implications

CONCLUSION: Too Short and Incomprehensive as Only 2 short paragraphs (around 200 words) - totally inadequate for a study like this, Should be 400-600 words to conclude a complex district-level study, Does not systematically summarize key findings.

Paragraphs 1 and 2 basically repeat the same thing ("high education → low marriage"). 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title claims "geo-spatial study" but there is NO geospatial analysis in the article.
alternative title "District-Level Disparities in Female Education and Child Marriage: Evidence from Maharashtra, India"
	

	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.


	Reference mention in the abstract (Raj et al., 2019; BMC Public Health, 2024; Desai & Vanneman, 2015; UNICEF, 2020) is not customary and is not necessary.

in the abstract section Methodology Too Detailed
Results Lack of Focus mentioning too many district names (8 districts) which is unnecessary for the abstract


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	RESULTS AND DISCUSSION : Almost every sentence has a citation (sometimes 2-3 references at once)
The same references were repeated excessively, including: UNICEF, 2020: 4 times; BMC Public Health, 2024: 4 times; Raj et al., 2019: 4 times; Desai & Vanneman, 2015: 3 times


	

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


	good
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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