Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJARR_131773

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Integrating Financial Literacy and Legal Empowerment: A Transformative Framework for Addressing Socioeconomic Inequities in Underserved Communities

	Type of the Article
	 Review Article


	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 contributes significantly to the discourse on financial literacy and legal empowerment by proposing an integrative framework. It addresses critical socioeconomic barriers faced by underserved communities. The study's interdisciplinary approach makes it relevant to policymakers, educators, and social reformers. However, the practical applicability of the proposed framework needs to be further elaborated with real-world case studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and reflects the study’s objectives. However, it could be more specific by mentioning the "Legal Empowerment and Financial Literacy (LEFL) Framework" explicitly. Suggested title: "Legal Empowerment and Financial Literacy: A Transformative Framework for Socioeconomic Equity in Underserved Communities."
	

	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 effectively outlines the study’s scope but lacks specific examples. Consider including a brief mention of case studies or data supporting the effectiveness of the LEFL framework. Also, clarifying what makes this framework "innovative" would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, but some claims need empirical backing. Adding statistical evidence on the impact of financial literacy programs would enhance credibility. The methodology for evaluating the framework’s effectiveness should be explicitly discussed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally recent and relevant. However, more citations from the past three years, particularly on financial literacy and legal empowerment programs, would strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	The language is clear and academic. However, some sections contain repetitive phrasing (e.g., "entrenched cycles of poverty and inequality"). Consider rewording to improve readability and avoid redundancy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-structured and presents a valuable perspective. However, the discussion on implementation challenges could be expanded, particularly regarding cultural resistance and resource constraints in rural areas. A visual representation (e.g., a flowchart) of the framework’s key components would enhance clarity.

Justification:
· The manuscript presents an important and relevant topic on financial literacy and legal empowerment.

· The framework proposed is innovative but requires more empirical evidence and real-world case studies to strengthen its applicability.

· Some sections need better clarity, restructuring, and elimination of repetitive content.

· Ethical considerations should be explicitly stated if human subjects were involved.

· Language and references are generally suitable but require slight improvements.

Suggested Action: Address the highlighted revisions to improve the manuscript’s scholarly rigor and clarity.
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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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