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	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 study is limited by geographic bias, dependence on cross-sectional data, and a lack of thorough investigation into intersectionality and institutional factors. Future studies should implement longitudinal, ethnographic, and region-specific methodologies, while incorporating governance shortcomings and digital/spatial exclusion into the analysis of poverty. 
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	Need to be more focus on statistical Data.
Gaps consist of:

The majority of research relies on NSSO/NFHS cross-sectional surveys, which limit the ability to draw causal conclusions and do not capture the intricacies of long-term poverty trends and intergenerational shifts. There is a notable absence of longitudinal and quasi-experimental studies to assess the enduring impacts of policies. Current studies mainly concentrate on caste while inadequately examining the compounded disadvantages arising from the intersection of caste with gender, religion, disability, and geographical factors. Groups like Dalit women, tribal women, Muslim families, and urban slum residents are frequently considered in a marginal manner rather than as primary focus points.

There is a geographic bias favoring states like Bihar, Uttar Pradesh, Tamil Nadu, and Maharashtra, resulting in the underrepresentation of the Northeast, tribal areas, and peri-urban locations. There is a necessity for analyses of poverty traps that are region-specific, utilizing disaggregated and geospatial methods. Few investigations evaluate the long-term success of welfare initiatives beyond immediate impacts. There is a lack of integration of institutional deficiencies, including absenteeism, weak accountability, and Aadhaar-linked exclusions, into policy performance assessments.

Although caste and land inequality are recognized, there is insufficient empirical investigation into how institutions perpetuate inequality. There is a failure to incorporate caste as an institutional variable in econometric and governance models. There is a significant dependence on quantitative research methods, with limited ethnographic or mixed-methods studies. The lived experiences of marginalized communities are not thoroughly examined. Emerging topics such as digital exclusion, civic infrastructure issues, and spatial justice are only partially covered. There is a need for hybrid human–AI models and participatory digital frameworks to address new forms of exclusion.

Limitations consist of:

The literature reviewed focuses disproportionately on a few states, which restricts the applicability of findings across India’s varied sociopolitical landscape. There is an underrepresentation of tribal, peri-urban, and Northeastern areas. An overreliance on cross-sectional datasets limits causal insights and hinders longitudinal analysis. There is a lack of quasi-experimental or panel data to evaluate the long-term effectiveness of policies. Decomposition analyses often isolate discrimination impacts but overlook informal institutions such as caste networks.

There are inconsistencies in caste classification, issues with miscoding, and underreporting in NSSO/PLFS surveys. The absence of integration between quantitative analysis and qualitative insights diminishes the depth of the findings. Intersectional aspects are not sufficiently examined, despite their acknowledged significance. A number of studies concentrate on outcomes while failing to adequately consider governance shortcomings. This limits the understanding of the practical underperformance of policies.
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