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	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.


	The manuscript compares two Indian states, so it is important for the scientific community to show what gender empowerment looks like in these states, what strengths exist, what drawbacks exist, and what should be studied further. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be framed better. 
suggest “Gender empowerment in Kerala and Gujarat: A Comparative study of two Indian states”
	 

	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 clear and consists of all the necessary information an abstract could carry. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows scientific writing rules and methods, so it is correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are very few. Suggest a review of more literature and incorporation of references
	

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


	The author used simple language, and that’s commendable and easily understandable for a reader
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is essential, and the whole manuscript structure is good. However, if the author tries to reframe the topic and adds some literature and references, it would be a good scientific paper. 
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