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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 manuscript holds significance in the growing demand of women empowerment. However, many studies have been done in the area lessen the importance unless new areas are incorporated
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Similar study will near to similar title exist. Hence it is suggested that the title needs to be reframed.
Alternative title: Role of Microfinance in Financial Inclusion and Financial Literacy among Women: An Assessment through the Lenses of Flagship Microfinance Programs
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	The study is highly significant. However, the use of only secondary data fails to fulfil the objective in a true sense. The Researcher/s used data from NCFE but it is very important for the researcher to highlight whether the financial literacy data used in the study is derived only from the women respondents. Further, the use of PMJDY to compare the Women SHG Saving Amount (Crore) and Women PMJDY Account (Crore) needs justification, as to whether the women SHG saving amounts are all in the PMJDY account or if there are other accounts. (Figures Inclusive of SHGs formed before the launch of PMJDY). Similarly, the binomial test also requires justification for how the researcher derived the conclusion that participation leads to improved financial literacy. The mere use of available data from secondary sources may not yield a correct assessment. 
The study requires certain modifications in relation to its findings and interpretation before it can be accepted for publication. The researchers may highlight the secondary data and may provide interpretation based on the existing findings only, rather going for comparison, as the measurement of financial literacy is based on the financial knowledge rather than participation, so if the study is supported by such data where assessment of SHG members is done using the same set of questionnaires, as used in the NCFE then the findings will be justified. 
In the research gap the researcher have mentioned that “no study has empirically examined whether greater SHG membership is associated with greater financial inclusion and enhanced financial knowledge among women” seems to be unclear, as such studies exist in different nomenclature.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Pankaj Sahu, Dibrugarh University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

