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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 article refers to the importance of self-help groups in economic development in rural areas. It helps in the development of self-help groups and giving importance to the development of rural areas of India.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In the research method of the article, it is not specified how and why the analytical study was used?
Alternative title : The economic effect of self-help groups on the economic ability of members

	

	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 key findings of the research are not mentioned in the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is done according to a scientific and research approach.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. In recent years, more complete research has been done on this issue.


	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- I would like to point out that you have mentioned three objectives. However, in relation to the first objective, there are no findings presented in the article. It would be beneficial to include relevant results or discussions to support this objective.

- I would like to bring to your attention that the dependent variable in your study is income. As you know, income is influenced by a multitude of factors. Therefore, it would have been beneficial to employ a more suitable experimental design that could effectively control for confounding variables.
- It would have been more effective to use the “Salomon method” instead of the pre-test and post-test approach for controlling extraneous variables. The Salomon method allows for better management of confounding factors, which can enhance the validity of your findings.

	- I would like to point out that you have mentioned three objectives. However, in relation to the first objective, there are no findings presented in the article. It would be beneficial to include relevant results or discussions to support this objective.

- I would like to bring to your attention that the dependent variable in your study is income. As you know, income is influenced by a multitude of factors. Therefore, it would have been beneficial to employ a more suitable experimental design that could effectively control for confounding variables.
- It would have been more effective to use the “Salomon method” instead of the pre-test and post-test approach for controlling extraneous variables. The Salomon method allows for better management of confounding factors, which can enhance the validity of your findings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Yes. It would have been better to refer more to the authors of the articles, researchers and experts in this matter.
References in the text are not respected.
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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