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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.


	The study concludes that SHGs in the Baramulla district have significantly improved members' economic conditions, enabling them to transcend poverty and achieve financial independence. By fostering income growth and self-reliance SHGs have emerged as effective instruments for rural development and women's empowerment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is OK for me.
	

	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 concise and effectively outlines the purpose, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, there are areas where it can be improved to enhance clarity and provide a more comprehensive summary. Below are suggestions for additions and revisions:

1. Strengths of the Current Abstract

Purpose of the Study: Clearly states the focus on SHGs and their economic impact.

Methodology: Mentions the use of primary data and statistical tools (percentages and Paired t-tests).
Findings: Highlights the positive changes in confidence and self-reliance among SHG members.

2. Suggested Additions

Context: Briefly mention why Baramulla was chosen as the study location. This provides a geographical and socio-economic context.
Scope of Variables: Specify which variables (e.g., income, savings, borrowing, asset development) were analyzed.

Sample Size and Population: Include details about the sample size or the demographic composition of the SHG members.

3. Implications: Add a line about how the findings can influence policy or practice.

Suggested Deletions or Modifications

Generalization: Phrases like “considerable level of self-reliance” can be replaced with more precise language or quantified improvements.

Redundancy: Avoid repeating terms like "economic conditions" and "economic impact" too frequently.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Improvement Required
· Provide Detailed Statistical Analysis
· Justify Sample Size

· Link to Theory
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Lack of Recent References

Many references appear outdated (e.g., studies from 2001, 2006, and 2011). Adding more recent studies, especially those published within the last 5 years, would enhance the manuscript's relevance.

2. Incomplete Citation Style

The references lack full details such as journal names, volume, issue numbers, and page ranges. A standardized citation format (e.g., APA, MLA, Chicago) should be applied.

3. Limited Geographic Scope

Most references seem to focus on studies from India. Including international research on SHGs could provide comparative insights and strengthen the manuscript’s global applicability.

4. Missing Theoretical Frameworks

The manuscript doesn’t reference key theories or frameworks relevant to microcredit, women’s empowerment, or economic development. Including seminal works on these topics (e.g., by Muhammad Yunus on microfinance) would provide a stronger theoretical foundation.

5. Insufficient Number of References

The manuscript cites only a few studies. Expanding the references to include:

· Studies on SHGs in similar socio-economic contexts.

· Reviews or meta-analyses on microcredit impacts.
· Policy documents or reports from organizations like NABARD, World Bank, or UNDP.
Recommendations for Improvement

· Expand the Literature: Add at least 10–15 references from reputable journals, books, or reports to enrich the discussion.

· Update the References: Include studies published after 2018 to ensure recency.

· Apply a Standardized Citation Style: Ensure consistency and completeness in formatting references.

· Integrate Key Theories: Reference foundational works to establish theoretical backing for the research.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally clear and comprehensible, but there are areas where it can be enhanced to align better with scholarly communication standards. Below is an evaluation:

Strengths

Clarity: The manuscript communicates its core ideas effectively, with a logical structure in sections like Abstract, Introduction, and Results.

Conciseness: The content avoids excessive verbosity, keeping explanations relatively brief and to the point.

Terminology: Key terms like "Self-Help Groups (SHGs)," "economic impact," and "microcredit" are appropriately used.

Areas for Improvement

1. Grammatical Errors

Certain grammatical issues can affect readability. For instance:

Original: "Resulting their improved economic conditions."

Suggested: "Resulting in improved economic conditions."

Original: "The members were asked to provide primary data on the impact of SHGs on the economy."

Suggested: "Members were surveyed to provide primary data on the economic impact of SHGs."

2. Formality of Tone

Scholarly articles require a formal tone. Some sentences in the manuscript use conversational phrasing:

Example: "This proves that SHGs in the study region have aided members in achieving economic empowerment."

Suggested: "The findings suggest that SHGs in the study region contributed significantly to the economic empowerment of members."

3. Transition and Flow

Transitions between sections (e.g., "Results and Discussion") could be smoother. For instance:

Original: "After examining the demographic profile of respondents, the research shifts to determining the Economic Impact of SHG on its members in multiple aspects."

Suggested: "Following an analysis of respondents' demographic profiles, this section evaluates the economic impact of SHG membership across various dimensions."

4. Redundancy

Some points are repeated unnecessarily. Streamlining the content would improve flow and reduce redundancy.

5. Use of Technical Terms

· At times, the manuscript uses simple language where more precise terminology would enhance scholarly impact. For example:

· Replace "economic position" with "socioeconomic status."

· Replace "members claimed" with "respondents reported."

6. Citation Integration

Scholarly articles often integrate citations seamlessly into the text. Instead of listing references at the end of a section, reference them within sentences to strengthen arguments (e.g., "As shown by Shiralashetti (2011)...").

Recommendations for Improvement

· Proofread for Grammar and Syntax: A thorough review by a language expert or using editing tools like Grammarly can resolve minor errors.

· Adopt a Formal Tone: Rewrite conversational phrases to maintain an academic style.

· Use Precise Language: Replace generic terms with discipline-specific terminology.

· Strengthen Citations: Ensure all claims are substantiated with appropriate in-text citations.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, while the manuscript is comprehensive and tackles a valuable research topic, these additional comments could help make the paper more polished, rigorous, and informative for a scholarly audience.
	


	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? 


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

No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not checked
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	6


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback
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