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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 relevant to the scientific and policy research community as it provides a comprehensive synthesis of the roles of NGOs, SHGs, and FPOs in advancing women’s empowerment in India. It bridges the gap between theory, policy frameworks, and grassroots experiences, thereby contributing to both academic knowledge and practical development strategies. By documenting successful models and highlighting existing challenges, the paper serves as a valuable resource for scholars, policymakers, and practitioners working on gender equality, rural development, and institutional strengthening. Furthermore, its integrated approach offers insights that can guide the design of inclusive and sustainable development programs in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title: Role of NGOs, SHGs, and FPOs in women empowerment in India
The title is suitable, but it could be refined for better academic clarity and precision.


	

	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, well-structured, and clearly conveys the scope, objectives, and key findings of the paper.

Strengths: It highlights the contributions of each institutional mechanism (NGOs, SHGs, FPOs), identifies gaps, and suggests a synergistic approach.

Suggestions for improvement:
· Add specific evidence or data points (e.g., number of SHGs formed, women reached, or case study impact) to strengthen its empirical grounding.

· Mention the analytical lens (review-based, policy analysis, case study synthesis) more explicitly.

· Consider ending with a slightly stronger statement about the global or comparative relevance beyond India.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its arguments, structure, and use of supporting evidence.

It synthesizes existing literature, case studies, and policy documents effectively, maintaining conceptual clarity.

No major methodological flaws are visible, as this is a review paper rather than empirical field research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are substantial and include both classic works (Sen, Kabeer, Datta) and recent policy documents (MoRD 2020–2025, NABARD 2024).

However, a few very recent journal articles (2022–2024) on women’s empowerment, SHGs’ digitalization, and FPO policy reforms could strengthen the currency of the bibliography.

Suggested:

· Recent studies on digital SHGs and fintech in rural India (2021–2023).

· Articles on gender and FPO performance in post-COVID rural economies.

· Comparative literature from other developing countries (e.g., Bangladesh, Nepal, African contexts).


	

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


	The language is clear, scholarly, and suitable for academic publication.

Minor refinements could improve readability:

· Avoid occasional redundancy (e.g., repeating similar points about empowerment benefits).

· Simplify long sentences in some sections (particularly in case study descriptions).

· Standardize terms (e.g., sometimes “women empowerment” vs. “women’s empowerment”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is strong and suitable for publication after minor revisions in the abstract (adding evidence), references (including some more recent works), and language polishing for conciseness.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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