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	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.


	This manuscript is highly significant for the scientific and policy-making community because of the following reasons:

1. It offers a comprehensive and up-to-date analysis of financial inclusion in India, grounded in data from the Global Findex Report 2021. 
2. It provides a critical examination of the progress and challenges in bringing marginalized populations into the formal financial system.
3. It highlights the key barriers such as gender disparities, low financial literacy, and accessibility issues.
4. The study contributes valuable insights for targeted policy interventions.
5. The study integrates global comparisons and behavioural dimensions strengthens its applicability for cross-national research and development planning. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title — "Financial Inclusion in India: Specific Insights from Global Findex Report 2021" — is suitable and informative.
Proposed Alternative Title
1.Progress and Challenges in Financial Inclusion in India: Insights from the Global Findex 2021

2.Unpacking Financial Inclusion in India through the Lens of Global Findex 2021
	

	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.


	Abstract is well-written, structured, and academically sound. It clearly outlines the focus, methodology, key findings, and implications of the manuscript. However, to make it even more comprehensive and impactful, here are a few suggestions.
1. Add methodology clarity: Currently, the abstract doesn't state how the data was analyzed (e.g., descriptive, comparative, thematic analysis). Even a brief phrase would help clarify the approach.
2. Mention specific findings or statistics: Including one or two quantitative highlights (e.g., "account ownership rose to 77.53%") adds weight and specificity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its content, interpretation, and use of data. With minor improvements in clarity, methodology description, and citation management, it can meet the standards of a peer-reviewed journal.
Few suggestions for improving the manuscript quality.
1. Clarify methodology: While the manuscript uses Findex data effectively, it does not explicitly describe its method of analysis.
2. Avoid redundancy in citations: Some sources are cited repeatedly (e.g., Agrawal, Sandhu).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many references are from 2020–2024, including journal articles, working papers, and book chapters, which ensures the manuscript is aligned with current developments.
Key Indian studies included: Papers by Agrawal, Dangi & Kumar, Dar & Ahmed, Kandpal, and Chakrabarti ensure an India-specific scholarly focus.
Additional References
Cole, S., Sampson, T., & Zia, B. (2011). Prices or knowledge? What drives demand for financial services in emerging markets?. The journal of finance, 66(6), 1933-1967.
Sarma, M. (2016). Measuring financial inclusion for Asian economies. In Financial inclusion in Asia: Issues and policy concerns (pp. 3-34). London: Palgrave Macmillan UK.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article is largely suitable for scholarly communication. It uses an academic tone, formal vocabulary, and generally clear sentence structure. However, to meet the highest standards for publication in a peer-reviewed journal, a few refinements are recommended.
Some sentences are too long or overly academic, which may hinder readability. For example:

1. "The inclusion of the citizenry within the banking and financial framework is imperative in the contemporary epoch of economic development."

— could be simplified to:

"In today's economy, integrating citizens into the financial system is essential for development."

1. Ensure consistent use of past vs. present tense, especially when referring to data or literature findings.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Title and Abstract:
Both are suitable, though the abstract could be strengthened with a clearer mention of methodology and 1–2 key statistics. The title accurately reflects the content, but could be made slightly more engaging if desired.
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