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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 focuses on women's empowerment through Self-Help Groups (SHGs) in rural Odisha, India, addressing a critical issue in gender research and development studies. Through rigorous analytical techniques and empirical evidence, the study provides significant insights into how SHGs enhance women's economic, social, and psychological empowerment. The findings offer valuable guidance for policymakers and development practitioners and are highly relevant to global efforts toward achieving SDGs 1 (No Poverty) and 5 (Gender Equality). The comprehensive analysis and field-based methodology represent an important contribution to the literature, enriching scholarly discourse on community-led empowerment strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the manuscript's content and focus. However, greater specificity would enhance its impact. Incorporating geographical specificity would more effectively capture the assessment-oriented nature of the study.
	

	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 fairly comprehensive, covering key aspects of the study, but could be improved by specifying the location (Odisha, India) and clarifying the research objectives and theoretical framework. Condensing technical details (e.g., statistical tools) and emphasizing major findings and practical implications would enhance its clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear objectives, appropriate methodology, and well-presented results using relevant statistical techniques. Strengths include a robust sample size (n=120), a multi-dimensional approach to empowerment, and clear tabular results. However, some concerns need addressing: (1) Justify the mixed sampling (purposive + random) approach; (2) Clarify the discrepancy between R² (0.359) and adjusted R² (0.028); (3) Address potential biases, validity/reliability of measurement scales, and the low explained variance (35.9%), suggesting missing variables; (4) Discuss methodological limitations. Minor issues like inconsistent p-values should also be corrected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could be strengthened by adding more recent (post-2020) peer-reviewed studies, particularly on SHG impacts, digital financial inclusion, and cross-country comparisons on women’s empowerment. While the mix of classic and recent sources is good, some references are outdated (over 10 years old), and key recent works on SHG effectiveness are missing. Including meta-analyses, international comparative studies, and newer findings would enhance the manuscript’s rigor and relevance.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, but it requires minor improvements. Occasional grammatical errors, awkward phrasing (e.g., 'tremendous impact upon the life pattern'), inconsistent verb tenses, and formatting inconsistencies should be addressed. A thorough language edit would enhance readability and professionalism. Recommendations include refining sentence structures and ensuring grammatical precision for a more polished presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The tables are informative and well-organized, though some redundancy (e.g., repeated definitions) and minor inconsistencies in notation/formatting could be improved. The policy implications are strong but would benefit from deeper elaboration in the conclusion. Methodologically, consider adding a power analysis, clarifying the empowerment scale development, addressing endogeneity, and including a limitations section. Presentation-wise, refining table formatting, adding figures for key relationships, and better linking findings to theory in the discussion would enhance clarity and impact.
Justification: While the study addresses an important topic with solid methodology and valuable findings, it requires significant improvements in presentation, methodological clarity, and discussion of limitations to meet publication standards. Key revisions include strengthening the literature review, enhancing methodological details, improving language and structure, and incorporating recent references. Additionally, ethical considerations should be explicitly stated.

Though some aspects may only need minor refinements (e.g., language editing, table formatting), the overall manuscript necessitates major revisions to fully realize it’s potential. With thorough revisions addressing these concerns, the paper could make a strong contribution to the field.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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