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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 provides an elaborate examination of CSR as a transformational tool in empowering women in India. It fills the theory and practice divide as it addresses the potential of CSR to develop both social and economic inclusion to make gender equality more prevalent in the different sectors like education, entrepreneurship, and workplace equity. It further offers important observations, since evaluating the opportunities and problems of CSR efforts is critically important to note how businesses should approach the pursuit of solving systemic gender inequality. Also, the policy recommendations and organisational strategies make it practically necessary for stakeholders seeking to design viable, sustainable and inclusive models of development that are consistent with the global objectives, like the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title fits well for the study because it sums up the scope of the article. Nevertheless, it is not advisable in academics to write an article title in abbreviation. it may be more captivating and concrete. I will suggest “Corporate social responsibility as a catalyst for women empowerment: A dual focus for social and economic impact.
	

	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 article I detailed as it gives the general overview of the study, objectives, methodology, findings, conclusion and recommendations. However:
1. The article could use a short description of how the literature was selected in the methodology. It would enable the reading audience to appreciate the efforts and depth of the research, which would give the results more credence.

2. Provision of real-life examples on CSR activities which have been successful or even a count of how such activities can help empower women, would be a real representation of the findings of the study.

3. The conclusion ought to briefly summarise the implications of the finding. Of any wide message on the promise of CSR, it can state how organisations can turn these results into a strategic advantage in encouraging women's empowerment. This would provide a more transparent lesson to practitioners and policymakers. 

4. The abstract is articulately prepared, but sentences can be shortened to be easier to read. For example, the phrase “the intentional incorporation of CSR into corporate and community structures” could be made less complicated without losing its meaning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well developed with a critical literature review which makes it a scientifically fine manuscript. However, to make it more critical, it requires additional empirical data, detailed methodology, a discussion of limitations, and propositions of further research avenues. Such inclusions will enrich the manuscript scientifically and grant it a more integrated contribution to the discussion of the issues of CSR and women's empowerment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are broad and touch on different ways in which CSR and women's empowerment should be given support. Although they cover a variety of sources and new publications, it would be even richer to integrate more recent studies instead of the old ones, so as to make the research more relevant and topical and as much as represent all the latest tendencies and results. Make them 2020-2025 references
	

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


	The English language used in the article is sufficient in terms of academic expression, formal tone, technical terminology and good organisation pattern. However, several areas could be improved in terms of clarity and readability, simplicity of sentence structure, less redundant word choice, and grammatical aspects. 

Write on the smooth transition, and proofread it.
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