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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 titled ‘An Analytical Study of Socio-Economic Categories Benefited under MGNREGA programme in Southern Rajasthan’ is very interesting. 

It focuses on India’s flagship employment guarantee scheme assessment with reference to Rajasthan. 
It tried to capture some of the ground realities of the scheme.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is written scientifically.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	The following issues need to be incorporated into the manuscript:
1. A sample profile of the respondents needs to be incorporated to understand the livelihood scenario of the beneficiaries.

2. A cumulative index would be appropriate to assess the schemes’ performance 

3. Since it is a 100-day employment guarantee scheme, household coverage, employment provided, 100 days completed, etc., are to be explained for both districts

4. Author/s should make a comparison between the sample districts' performance and Rajasthan (state-level) aggregates.

5. It would also be better if the author/s explain the changes in the scheme's performance over the past 19 years of its implementation

6. Authors can substantiate their primary findings with secondary data available on their web portal.
7. The challenges in the scheme implementation in the study districts need to be incorporated in the manuscript.

This manuscript can be accepted for publication after making the suggested changes.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Satyanarayana Turangi, Woxsen University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

