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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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by offering a comprehensive and critical synthesis of the extensive yet fragmented evidence on women’s Self-Help Groups (SHGs) in India. By integrating findings across economic, social, political, and gender-transformative dimensions, it provides scholars and policymakers with a nuanced understanding of both the potentials and limitations of SHGs as instruments for gender equity. The review advances the field by highlighting heterogeneity, intersectionality, and unintended consequences that are often overlooked in policy-driven literature. Moreover, it proposes forward-looking pathways and evidence-based design principles that can guide future research, programme innovation, and more equitable development practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable as it reflects the core focus of the manuscript; however, it can be made more concise and academically aligned. A suitable alternative title is:
“Women’s Self-Help Groups in India: A Critical Review of Their Impact and Pathways Toward Gender Equity.”
	

	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 summarises the key themes of the manuscript, including the strengths, limitations, and future pathways of SHGs in promoting gender equity. However, it is slightly long and could be made more concise by removing some descriptive details and focusing on the core contributions. You may also consider briefly highlighting the review method and explicitly stating the research gap the paper addresses. Overall, the abstract is strong but can be improved with minor tightening for clarity and impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is well-structured, grounded in credible peer-reviewed literature, and accurately interprets empirical findings from multiple disciplines. The arguments are balanced, acknowledging both strengths and limitations of SHG programmes, and the evidence is cited appropriately throughout. The manuscript also demonstrates strong critical analysis, aligning its conclusions with established theories and recent research trends. However, as with any extensive review, ensuring consistent citation formatting and maintaining conciseness in a few sections will further strengthen scientific clarity and readability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are sufficient, relevant, and include many recent studies from 2020–2025, ensuring the work is well grounded in current scholarship. The list effectively covers key themes such as empowerment, microfinance, gender norms, and SHG programme design. You may consider adding one or two more recent studies to further strengthen areas like digital inclusion or intersectional analysis, but this is optional rather than necessary. Overall, the reference base is comprehensive and supports the scientific quality of the manuscript.


	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and academically structured, with strong argumentation and coherent flow across sections. Minor editing for brevity and clarity in a few dense paragraphs could enhance readability, but the manuscript meets the standards expected for peer-reviewed journals.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized, richly argued, and provides a valuable and timely contribution to the literature on women’s empowerment and SHGs in India. Its balanced approach highlighting both achievements and limitations strengthens its credibility and usefulness for researchers and policymakers. A little tightening in a few lengthy sections could improve readability, but overall, the work is thorough, insightful, and well positioned for scholarly publication.
Based on the scientific quality, clarity, depth of analysis, and relevance of the manuscript, the most appropriate category is Minor Revision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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