Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_139385

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	An Analysis of Credit Distribution and Refinance activities through NABARD

	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 (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 sums up the overall role played by NABARD in credit disbursement and refinancing the banking sector. The data required for the study is majorly taken from NABARD reports. This study is helpful for that set of researchers who focus on understanding the Financial system of the country with major understanding of credit and refinance services provided by NABARD.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be redrafted as ‘Credit Distribution and Refinance activities of NABARD – A detailed review’
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is crisp and clear. Few language corrections will enhance the readability and reach of the same.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are few key points which make the manuscript incorrect.

The article aimed to study the relationship between agricultural credit disbursement and improvements in farm productivity. There is no strong evidence that credit disbursement alone causes increased farm productivity. There can be many other reasons behind this phenomenon and the real effect can be concluded only upon interaction with the beneficiaries.
Similarly, Agricultural credit disbursement and income levels cannot be studied together as credit disbursement may not play a role in income levels and this cannot be studied using secondary data.
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	The references though recent are very few and can be improved.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable enough for scholarly communication. Slight modifications regarding first person communication (usage of the word ‘we’ in abstract – findings) help in improving the language quality further.
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