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	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 is important as it provides insights into sustainable economic growth through organic farming, which not only promotes agriculture but also enhances economic independence for women farmers. Furthermore, the manuscript employs the Garrett ranking technique to analyze the constraints and offer policy recommendations. It contributes to the body of knowledge within the scientific community and paves the way for more studies aimed at fostering community-driven livelihood initiatives.
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	As per my view title should be “Constraints Faced by Livestock-Based Women SHGs Functioning Under Gothan and Godhan Nyay Yojna of Chhattisgarh”
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	The manuscript provides useful insights, but I would like to benefit it with more practical and grounded recommendations. Linking Self-Help Groups (SHGs) with online platforms for selling cow dung products is promising; however, it should also include suggestions for digital marketing training support to ensure sustainability. The idea of having vehicles operated by trained SHG members (women) should be considered, as it promotes self-reliance and reduces dependency on external drivers. The author could briefly suggest how such training might be facilitated. While the manuscript refers to dung collection as seasonal, this contradicts the general understanding that dung is available year-round. If the author finds seasonality, they should explain the reasons, such as logistical or environmental barriers, and why dung is not collected throughout the year. Finally, the manuscript should be rechecked because, as per my knowledge, there is a provision for Direct Benefit Transfer to workers. 
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