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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 makes a valuable contribution by providing a comprehensive financial analytics based assessment of the Pradhan Mantri MUDRA Yojana. It highlights regional and institutional variations in loan disbursements, category wise differences, and capital adequacy. These insights are highly relevant for policymakers, financial institutions, and researchers in economics, development studies, and financial inclusion. The study also demonstrates the application of statistical tools like ANOVA and CAGR in evaluating large-scale government programs, strengthening the rigor of financial performance research. Overall, it provides evidence based recommendations to improve microenterprise financing and inclusivity.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and suitable. It reflects both the scheme being analyzed and the methodological approach.
	

	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 covers aims, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, the flow could be improved by:

· Reducing repetition of methodology.

· Highlighting policy implications more strongly.

· Mentioning the key finding on regional disparities briefly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The use of descriptive statistics, CAGR, and ANOVA is appropriate. The data sources are credible. The interpretations align with statistical results. However, some sections (literature review) could integrate more critical evaluation rather than descriptive summarization.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include recent works up to 2025. However, a few additional references on microfinance evaluation frameworks and inclusive finance analytics (post-2023) could further strengthen the review. 

	

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


	Yes, the language is generally clear and professional. A few sentences are lengthy and could be simplified for readability. Minor grammatical corrections may be needed in the abstract and conclusion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The results are well presented with tables and ANOVA outputs, but figures/graphs could improve clarity.

· Policy recommendations are practical but could be linked more explicitly to findings.

· The “Suggestions” section could be shortened and focused on the most impactful strategies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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