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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 addresses an important policy initiative—Pradhan Mantri Mudra Yojana (PMMY)—and its role in enhancing financial inclusion and empowerment among women MSME entrepreneurs. The focus on awareness levels, financial inclusion, and empowerment makes this study highly relevant to policymakers, academics, and practitioners. It contributes to the literature by offering empirical evidence from Durg, Chhattisgarh, and by highlighting women entrepreneurs’ perspectives, which are often underrepresented. Given the growing importance of inclusive finance and gender-sensitive policies, this paper is of significance for the broader scientific and policy-making community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, but it is somewhat lengthy. A more concise version could be: “Awareness of Pradhan Mantri Mudra Yojana (PMMY) among Women MSME Entrepreneurs and its Impact on 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 is comprehensive and captures the objectives, methods, and findings. However, it could be improved by: Clarifying the research gap in one sentence. Reducing the length of methodological details and focusing more on contributions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design is appropriate (quantitative survey, n=280, regression analysis, chi-square tests, ANOVA). Results are clearly presented, statistically validated, and linked to hypotheses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include both recent and older foundational works. However: More references from the last 3 years (2021–2024) could be added to strengthen currency. 


	

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


	The English is generally understandable but needs refinement for scholarly communication. Several sentences are lengthy or repetitive. A professional language edit is recommended to improve flow, grammar, and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper makes a good contribution but would benefit from a stronger discussion section, linking findings to existing theories of financial inclusion and empowerment. Policy implications should be elaborated more concretely (e.g., how awareness campaigns could be structured, role of local institutions, use of digital platforms). Some tables could be condensed or shifted to an appendix for clarity.
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