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	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 of significant importance to the scientific community as it offers an analytical exploration of the economic impacts of self-help groups (SHGs) on women in the Baramulla district of Jammu and Kashmir. By employing statistical methods like paired t-tests, the study provides robust evidence of improved economic conditions, such as increased income, savings, and borrowing capacities, among SHG members. The findings also shed light on shifts in spending patterns and enhanced financial inclusion, offering valuable insights into the effectiveness of microfinance and self-help mechanisms in poverty alleviation and women’s empowerment. This research serves as a critical resource for policymakers, development practitioners, and researchers aiming to strengthen the role of SHGs in rural economic development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Assessing the Economic Impact of Women SHGs in Baramulla: A Statistical Perspective"
	

	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.


	Specific Outcomes: Include precise economic outcomes such as the percentage increase in income, savings, or borrowing capacity to quantify the impact.

 Scope of Study: Mention the demographic and geographic focus explicitly (e.g., women members of SHGs in rural areas of Baramulla).
Policy Relevance: Highlight how the study contributes to policy-making or rural economic development initiatives.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and adheres to standard research practices, but a few areas could be further refined to ensure scientific rigor and clarity. Here are key points that validate its correctness and areas that may need attention:

Strengths:

1. Clear Methodology: The manuscript outlines its methodology, including sampling, data collection, and statistical analysis (e.g., paired t-tests), which are appropriate for the study's objectives.

2. Quantitative Analysis: The use of tables and statistical methods to analyze changes in income, savings, borrowing, and expenditure provides credibility and scientific validity.

3. Empirical Evidence: The conclusions are backed by primary data collected from a substantial sample size (280 respondents) and analyzed using reliable methods.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the manuscript are relevant and cover a mix of seminal and regional studies on microfinance, self-help groups (SHGs), and women's empowerment.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript conveys the key ideas clearly, and the terminology aligns well with academic and research conventions. However, there are areas where improvements could enhance readability, precision, and professionalism:

Some phrases can be more precise or professional. 
For instance: Instead of "members claimed that the nuclear family arrangement allowed them to participate in group activities actively," consider "members noted that the nuclear family arrangement facilitated their active participation in group activities."


	

	Optional/General comments


	-
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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