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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it examines how government-led financial schemes can promote women’s entrepreneurship and empowerment. By focusing on women MSME entrepreneurs in Durg, Chhattisgarh, the study highlights a crucial aspect of financial inclusion at the grassroots level. The empirical evidence linking awareness of PMMY to financial empowerment contributes to policy refinement and practical strategies for inclusive growth. It also enriches the academic discussion on gender and finance in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but too long.
Suggested alternative:
“Awareness of Pradhan Mantri Mudra Yojana (PMMY) among Women MSME Entrepreneurs: Implications for Financial Inclusion and Empowerment”
	

	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 provides a clear summary of objectives, methodology, results, and implications.

It is too long, highly technical, and has some repetition.

Suggestions: Shorten the abstract to emphasize (1) research purpose, (2) methods, (3) major findings, and (4) implications. Simplify statistical reporting to make it more accessible.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically correct. The quantitative design, sample size of 280 respondents, and use of appropriate statistical methods (Chi-square, ANOVA, regression analysis) are sound. Findings logically support the hypotheses. Minor redundancies in reporting should be addressed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and include some recent works (2022–2023).
 Limited international comparative studies are cited.

Suggestions: Add references such as:

· World Bank (2021). Global Findex Database 2021.

· Aghion, B., & Morduch, J. (2021). The Economics of Microfinance (MIT Press).
	

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


	The English is adequate but requires editing for conciseness and fluency. Some sentences are overly long and repetitive, and minor grammatical errors exist (e.g., “indictors” → “indicators”). A professional language edit is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall: The manuscript contributes significantly to research on financial inclusion and women’s empowerment. With improvements to the title, abstract, references, and language, it will be ready for publication.
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