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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is highly significant for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive statewise analysis of the digital divide in online education within India, addressing a critical and timely issue. By focusing on rural-urban disparities, socio-economic factors, and gender-based barriers, the study offers nuanced insights into the factors that influence digital access and online education participation. Its findings are particularly relevant for policymakers and educators working to create equitable digital education systems in developing countries. Furthermore, the research bridges existing gaps in the literature by comparing internet accessibility and usage patterns across multiple states, providing valuable data for targeted interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title accurately reflects the scope of the research. However, for enhanced specificity, a suggestion could be: "Statewise Analysis of the Digital Divide in Online Education: Internet Accessibility and Usage Patterns in 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.

	The abstract is comprehensive, succinctly summarizing the objectives, methodology, findings, and implications of the study. It provides an adequate overview of the rural-urban divide, socio-economic factors, and policy implications. However, it might benefit from including the exact number of states surveyed to emphasize the study's breadth. For example, adding, “The study surveys five states: Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh, Karnataka, and West Bengal” would enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate, presenting a robust methodology and well-supported findings using descriptive statistics and chi-square tests. The reliance on secondary data from the National Sample Survey (NSS) ensures reliability. However, the paper could benefit from addressing the limitations posed by the 2019-2020 dataset, as it may not capture post-pandemic changes in internet access and education trends.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and recent, including works published as late as 2023. They provide a strong theoretical and empirical foundation for the study. While no additional references are essential, incorporating more studies on post-pandemic educational trends in rural India could enrich the discussion.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical improvements and refinements in sentence structure could enhance readability and impact.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript effectively highlights critical disparities in online education but could benefit from a brief discussion on the potential impact of emerging technologies (e.g., AI or 5G) in bridging the digital divide.
Including a table or visual representation of the gender disparity in participation rates could make the findings more impactful.

Policy recommendations could be expanded to suggest actionable steps for local governments and educational institutions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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