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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 valuable for the academic and development research community as it empirically examines how Self-Help Groups (SHGs) enhance financial inclusion among rural households under the DAY–NRLM framework. By developing a multidimensional Financial Inclusion Index (FII), it introduces a replicable analytical model for future studies. The findings carry strong policy relevance, highlighting the role of SHGs in fostering inclusive growth and reducing financial disparities in rural India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate, concise, and well-aligned with the study’s objectives. It clearly conveys the study’s focus, scope, and geographical context.

Suggested minor refinement:

“Self-Help Groups as Catalysts for Rural Financial Inclusion: Evidence from Andhra Pradesh, India.”

This version slightly enhances clarity and flow.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the purpose, methods, and results of the study. It highlights the sampling design, analytical tools, and main findings with clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The study follows a systematic research design, employing both exploratory and descriptive methods with robust sampling and statistical validation (Cronbach’s alpha, correlation, and regression).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are both adequate and reasonably current. The author has cited a balanced mix of foundational works (Putnam, Bourdieu, Rogers) and recent studies (2023–2024).
	

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


	The language is scholarly and suitable for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study contributes meaningfully to rural development and financial inclusion literature by providing quantifiable evidence of SHG effectiveness. Figures and tables are well-organized and support the text efficiently. The “Conclusion” effectively integrates findings but could include specific policy recommendations (e.g., digital literacy training, customized loan schemes).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No evident ethical concerns
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