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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 study highlights the transformative role of Women Self-Help Groups (WSHGs) in agriculture, particularly in tribal-dominated rural Odisha. It offers field-based evidence on how women's collective efforts are reshaping livelihoods, empowering communities, and advancing sustainable development goals. The findings contribute meaningfully to discussions around gender, rural development, and grassroots agricultural innovation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but could be more specific.
Suggested Alternative: “Empowering Women in Agriculture: A Spatial Analysis of WSHGs in Kalahandi, Odisha”
	

	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 broadly covers the study but could be sharper. It should briefly mention the methodology, key findings, and significance. Consider cutting general phrases and adding 1–2 impactful results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound with appropriate methods. However, parts of the discussion would benefit from clearer linkage between findings and existing research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and cover both local and global perspectives. Adding 2–3 more recent peer-reviewed works (post-2022) would enhance currency.
	

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


	The language is mostly understandable but needs polishing. Some grammar and phrasing issues could be improved with editing for better clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The fieldwork and grassroots focus are commendable. Visuals and data tables are useful, but layout and formatting can be improved for better readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are apparent. Field interactions seem appropriately handled.
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