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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 manuscript titled "Economic impact of self-help group members in Baramulla district-An analytical study" offers valuable insights into the socio-economic transformation facilitated by self-help groups (SHGs) among women in rural India, particularly in the Baramulla district. By utilizing robust statistical methods such as Paired t-tests, the study highlights the improvement in key economic indicators such as income, savings, borrowing, and spending patterns pre- and post-membership in SHGs. This work contributes to the scientific understanding of grassroots-level financial inclusion and empowerment, offering a replicable model for assessing microcredit's impact in similar socio-economic settings. Its findings can serve as a foundation for policymakers and practitioners aiming to strengthen SHG frameworks for poverty alleviation and women’s empowerment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Economic impact of self-help group members in Baramulla district-An analytical study," is appropriate as it clearly conveys the scope and focus of the study. It highlights the central theme—the economic impact of self-help groups (SHGs)—and specifies the geographical context (Baramulla district).

However, for enhanced clarity and academic appeal, a slight modification could be made. A possible alternative title could be:

"Assessing the Economic Impact of Women’s Self-Help Groups: An Analytical Study in Baramulla District, Jammu & Kashmir."

This alternative emphasizes the role of women, includes the broader regional context (Jammu & Kashmir), and retains the analytical focus.
	

	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 provides a concise overview of the study, including its objectives, methodology, and key findings. It successfully highlights the economic impact of SHGs on members' income, spending, savings, and self-reliance. However, it could be enhanced by including the following points:

Suggestions:

Include the Sample and Methodology Details: Briefly mention the sample size (280 members) and the use of paired t-tests and simple percentages to give readers a sense of the study's rigor.

Highlight Specific Findings: Specify the extent of improvement in economic indicators (e.g., percentage increase in income or savings) to provide a more impactful summary.

Expand on Policy Implications: Briefly touch on the broader relevance of the findings for poverty alleviation and women’s empowerment strategies.

Refine Language: The phrasing could be polished for improved readability and scholarly tone.

Revised Abstract Example:

This study examines the economic impact of women’s self-help groups (SHGs) in the Baramulla district of Jammu and Kashmir, focusing on pre- and post-membership changes in income, expenditure, savings, and borrowing patterns. Using primary data from 280 members and employing paired t-tests and percentage analysis, the study reveals significant improvements in members’ economic status and self-reliance. The findings underscore the transformative role of SHGs in enhancing financial inclusion and empowering women in rural settings. These insights are vital for policymakers and stakeholders working toward sustainable development and poverty alleviation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically robust. The following observations support this conclusion:

Strengths:

1. Clear Objectives: The study defines its objectives clearly, focusing on assessing the economic impact of SHGs on members in the Baramulla district.

2. Methodology: The manuscript employs an appropriate methodology, including primary data collection, multi-stage random sampling, and statistical tools like paired t-tests and percentage analysis, ensuring credible results.

3. Comprehensive Analysis: The study covers various dimensions of economic impact, such as income, expenditure, savings, and borrowing patterns, providing a holistic view of the SHG's influence.

4. Significant Findings: The statistical results (e.g., t-tests with p-values) indicate that the economic improvements observed are statistically significant, enhancing the validity of the conclusions.

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Contextualization of Results: While the findings are clear, they could be better contextualized within the broader literature on microfinance and SHGs, using more recent references where possible.

2. Limitations: The manuscript does not explicitly discuss its limitations. A section acknowledging factors such as regional specificity or potential biases in self-reported data would strengthen the scientific rigor.

3. Policy Recommendations: While the conclusions are strong, they could benefit from more actionable policy insights derived from the findings.

Overall, the manuscript meets the criteria for scientific accuracy and provides valuable insights into the economic impact of SHGs. Incorporating the suggested improvements would further enhance its scholarly contribution.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes relevant references, but there is room for improvement in terms of their recency and comprehensiveness. While foundational studies and local resources are cited, most references are older (e.g., from the early 2000s) and lack recent developments in microfinance and SHGs. Updating the references with more current studies would strengthen the manuscript’s relevance and academic credibility.

Suggestions:

1. Include Recent Research:

· Look for studies published in the past 5–10 years on the impact of SHGs or microfinance programs, especially those focusing on women’s empowerment and rural development.

· Incorporate references that discuss global trends or comparative studies from similar socio-economic contexts.

2. Diversify Sources:

· Add references from peer-reviewed journals, particularly high-impact ones, to balance the current mix of journals and local reports.

Assessment:

While the current references provide foundational knowledge and context, updating and expanding them with recent and diverse sources will enhance the manuscript’s scholarly appeal. If needed, I can help locate specific studies relevant to SHGs and economic impact.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally adequate for scholarly communication, but there are areas where refinement is necessary to improve clarity, readability, and academic tone. Below are detailed observations and suggestions:

Strengths:

1. Clarity: The manuscript conveys the study’s objectives, methods, and findings in a clear manner.

2. Logical Flow: The structure of the paper follows a logical progression, making it easy to follow the analysis.

Areas for Improvement:

1. Grammar and Syntax:

· Some sentences are overly long and convoluted, which can make them difficult to read. Breaking them into shorter, concise statements would improve readability.

· There are occasional grammatical errors, such as incorrect verb forms and prepositions.

2. Word Choice:

· Replace colloquial expressions with precise academic language. For example, phrases like "caught on among younger women" could be rephrased as "has gained significant acceptance among younger women."

· Use formal connectors (e.g., "thus," "therefore") instead of informal ones like "in other words."

3. Scholarly Tone:

· The manuscript could benefit from a more formal tone. For example, replacing subjective phrases like "it can be said" with "the findings indicate" would align better with academic standards.

4. Consistency:

· Maintain consistent use of terms. For instance, instead of alternating between “SHG” and “Self Help Group,” use one consistently throughout.

· Follow a standard referencing style uniformly across the manuscript.

Recommendation:

The manuscript would benefit from a thorough proofreading and editing process to address the above points. Engaging a professional editor or using academic writing tools (e.g., Grammarly or Turnitin) could enhance the quality. Overall, while the manuscript's language is functional, refining it will significantly elevate its scholarly impact.


	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments:

1. Significance of the Study: The study addresses an important and timely topic—evaluating the economic impact of self-help groups (SHGs) on women's lives in a rural Indian context. This is a valuable contribution to the fields of microfinance, rural development, and gender empowerment.

2. Data and Methodology: The manuscript uses an appropriate methodology, including primary data collection and statistical analysis, which provides a strong foundation for the conclusions drawn. The use of paired t-tests adds credibility to the findings.

3. Presentation and Structure: The paper is well-structured, with clear sections covering objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, additional emphasis on limitations and future research directions could make the study more comprehensive.

4. Policy Implications: The study has practical relevance, but it would benefit from a more explicit discussion on how policymakers and stakeholders can use the findings to strengthen SHG frameworks and rural development initiatives.

5. Potential Enhancements:

· Including a brief section on the theoretical framework or linking the findings to broader theories in economics, sociology, or gender studies could provide more depth.

· Visual elements, such as graphs or charts, could make the data presentation more engaging and accessible.

Overall Recommendation:

This is a promising manuscript that aligns with the goals of scholarly research and has practical implications. With minor revisions to enhance language, expand references, and address the above points, the manuscript could make a significant contribution to the field.


	


	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)

Based on the content of the manuscript and the information provided, there do not appear to be any significant ethical issues. However, it is essential to ensure the following to maintain ethical integrity:

Ethical Considerations:

1. Informed Consent:

· It should be clearly stated that informed consent was obtained from all participants involved in the study. If this detail is missing, it should be included in the manuscript.

2. Confidentiality:

· Ensure that participants' identities and personal information are protected and anonymized in the data presentation.

3. Accuracy of Data:

· The data presented should reflect the original findings without fabrication or manipulation. This appears to be the case based on the manuscript content.

4. Conflict of Interest:

· If the authors have any affiliations or interests that could influence the results or interpretation of the findings, they should declare this transparently.

5. Approval from Relevant Authorities:

· If required by the institution or region, ethical clearance or approval for the study should be mentioned in the methodology section.

Recommendation:

To eliminate any potential concerns, the authors should explicitly mention ethical compliance, including obtaining participant consent and protecting confidentiality. If any ethical approvals were obtained, this should also be referenced in the manuscript. Without these clarifications, there is no indication of ethical violations in the current content.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Based on the content of the manuscript and the information provided, there do not appear to be any competing interest issues. However, it is crucial for the authors to include a formal declaration of competing interests to ensure transparency.

Key Considerations for Competing Interests:

1. Funding Sources:

· If the study received funding from an organization or institution, it should be disclosed, along with a statement on whether the funding entity influenced the research outcomes.

2. Affiliations:

· If the authors have affiliations with self-help groups, microfinance institutions, or any stakeholders involved in the study, these should be clearly stated.

3. Commercial or Personal Benefits:

· Any potential personal or financial benefits derived from the research should be declared.

Recommendation:

To avoid any ambiguity, the manuscript should include a statement such as: "The authors declare no competing interests in conducting this study."
If any potential competing interests exist, they should be transparently disclosed in accordance with the journal's guidelines.


	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	So far no plagiarism is suspected. 
	


	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”

	“I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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Major Revision: (>7-8)
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