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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.


	The manuscript provides insights into the role of Self-Help Groups (SHGs) in enhancing financial inclusion among rural households in Andhra Pradesh, India, contributing to the broader literature on microfinance and rural development. By developing a multidimensional Financial Inclusion Index (FII), it offers a replicable methodological tool for assessing financial inclusion, which can be adapted for similar studies in other developing regions. The findings underscore the policy relevance of programs like DAY-NRLM in addressing economic disparities, particularly for marginalized rural women and highlight key determinants such as proximity to financial services and income levels that influence inclusion outcomes. Overall, this work advances understanding of how community-based interventions can bridge gaps in financial access, informing evidence-based strategies for sustainable development goals related to poverty alleviation and gender empowerment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it accurately reflects the study's focus on SHGs as drivers of financial inclusion, with a clear geographical and methodological scope.
	

	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, covering objectives, methods, key results and implications. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the sample size and the specific statistical tests used (e.g., t-test, correlation, regression) to provide a clearer sense of the analytical rigor. Additionally, explicitly stating the policy implications, such as recommendations for SHG-bank linkages, would enhance its informativeness without exceeding length limits.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its design and execution, with a clear methodology including purposive and random sampling, development of a composite index, and appropriate statistical analyses (e.g., Cronbach's alpha for reliability, t-test for group differences, Pearson correlation and linear regression). The hypotheses are well-grounded in interdisciplinary theories and the results are logically interpreted. However, minor clarifications are needed: the exclusion of three variables (age, risk orientation, credit orientation) from regression due to multicollinearity should include diagnostic details (e.g., VIF values before exclusion) for transparency. Additionally, the normalization process for the FII should be explicitly described (e.g., min-max scaling or z-score) to ensure reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover key works on SHGs, financial inclusion and related theories, with a good mix of recent publications and foundational studies
	

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


	The language is suitable but requires an overall editorial fine-tune for clarity, grammar and consistency. Issues include run-on sentences, missing spaces, inconsistent capitalization and awkward phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables and figures are referenced but not included in the provided manuscript text, authors should ensure they are properly embedded or described. The literature review could be more critically synthesized rather than listed. Authors may consider expanding the discussion on limitations, such as potential selection bias in SHG membership or generalizability beyond Andhra Pradesh. Additionally, authors may include a sensitivity analysis for the FII weights to test robustness.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The study obtained approval from the relevant ethics committee, ensured participant anonymity and obtained verbal consent.
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