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	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 adds meaningful evidence to the growing body of research on Self-Help Groups (SHGs), especially in regions facing persistent developmental challenges. By examining the Bundelkhand region a drought-prone, economically fragile area it highlights constraints that are often overlooked in national-level studies. The findings offer valuable insights for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working on women’s empowerment, microfinance, and rural development.
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	Yes, the current title accurately reflects the scope and purpose of the study.

Optional refined title:

“Understanding the Multidimensional Barriers Faced by Self-Help Groups in Bundelkhand, Uttar Pradesh”
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study, summarizing the objectives, context, methods, and major findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically sound and scientifically appropriate for its objectives. The use of a cross-sectional design and descriptive statistics is suitable for identifying and ranking constraints experienced by SHGs. The analysis is consistent with the literature and well-grounded in the local context. While inferential statistics are not used, the study does not claim generalizability beyond the sample, so the scientific integrity remains intact.
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	The manuscript draws from a good mix of recent and relevant sources, including studies from 2022–2025. The reference list supports the arguments well.
	

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


	The language is clear, understandable, and suitable for academic communication. Minor grammatical improvements and sentence restructuring in a few places would enhance readability, but overall the writing meets scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Adding a diagram or conceptual framework would help readers visualize how the various constraints are interconnected.

Visual summaries (charts or ranked graphs) could make the results section more engaging.
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