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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 addresses a timely and underexplored nexus between financial inclusion, financial capability, financial resilience, and sustainable livelihoods among tribal households in Odisha, offering context-specific empirical evidence using a reasonably strong sample of 400 respondents and PLS-SEM analysis. The clear integration of theory, robust reliability and validity checks, and the explicit modelling of financial resilience as a mediating pathway add meaningful value to the finance–livelihoods literature and provide actionable insights for policymakers and practitioners working with tribal communities. The work is particularly likable for its coherent conceptual framework, strong psychometric properties (high Cronbach’s alpha, satisfactory KMO, clean factor structure), and well-aligned findings that support all hypothesised relationships, especially the central role of financial capability and resilience. However, the manuscript would benefit from clearer articulation of certain limitations (e.g., cross-sectional design, self-reported data, and generalisability beyond the selected districts) and a more concise presentation in some analytical sections to enhance readability and policy uptake.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title captures the core constructs and methodology reasonably well but needs minor refinement in wording and clarity, and there is a spelling error in “FINANIAL” that must be corrected to “FINANCIAL.” To better reflect the explicit mediating role of financial resilience and the focus on tribal households in Odisha, a slightly revised title is recommended.​

A suitable, more polished alternative could be:
“A Financial Resilience Pathway Model for Sustainable Tribal Livelihoods: Evidence from Tribal Households in Odisha Using PLS-SEM”.​

If the journal prefers an even more explicit construct-based title, an alternative is:
“Financial Inclusion, Capability, and Resilience as Pathways to Sustainable Tribal Livelihoods: Evidence from Odisha Using PLS-SEM”.

	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured, clearly presenting purpose, methodology, key findings, conclusions, and implications, and it aligns well with the body of the manuscript. However, it is slightly wordy in places and could be made more concise and sharper, especially for journals that impose strict word limits.​

Suggested refinements:

· In the Purpose, explicitly state the theoretical contribution (e.g., “develops and tests a financial resilience pathway model”).​

· In the Methodology, one sentence can be trimmed by merging the description of SPSS and PLS-SEM tools, focusing only on the most critical techniques (e.g., “PLS-SEM with mediation analysis”).​

· In the Findings, consider adding one quantitative indication (e.g., “financial capability emerged as the strongest predictor of financial resilience”) already mentioned, but in slightly more precise comparative language, and avoid repeating that “access alone is insufficient” twice in different phrases.​

· In the Conclusion/Implications, you could delete one sentence by combining the finance-driven perspective and policy relevance into a single, more compact statement, while briefly highlighting the tribal Odisha context as a unique contribution.​

Overall, no major points are missing, but minor deletion of redundancy and tighter phrasing would make the abstract more impactful and aligned with journal expectations.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound because it uses an appropriate explanatory research design, a clearly defined conceptual model, and a sufficiently large sample of 400 tribal households for multivariate analysis and PLS-SEM. The constructs are operationalised through multi-item Likert scales, and the authors report strong internal consistency (Cronbach’s alpha above 0.80 for all constructs), satisfactory KMO and Bartlett’s tests, and a clean factor structure with high loadings and clear discriminant validity, which strengthens measurement reliability and validity. The analytical strategy is coherent and sequential, moving from descriptives to reliability, EFA, correlation analysis, and finally PLS-SEM with mediation tests, and the reported path coefficients and significance levels are consistent with the stated hypotheses and theory. To further enhance scientific rigour, the manuscript could more explicitly acknowledge and discuss design limitations (cross-sectional data, self-report bias, and regional focus) and briefly justify key methodological choices (e.g., why PLS-SEM over CB-SEM) in the methodology section.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally sufficient, diverse, and very recent, with many citations from 2023–2025 and a good mix of international and India-/Odisha-specific studies on financial inclusion, digital finance, resilience, and livelihoods. This currency supports the relevance of the conceptual framing and demonstrates good engagement with contemporary literature. ​

A few targeted additions could further strengthen the manuscript:

· Include at least one or two seminal or widely cited works on financial resilience and household vulnerability, to better anchor the resilience construct theoretically (e.g., foundational household finance/financial fragility literature) alongside the recent scoping and empirical studies already cited.​

· Add a methodological reference for PLS-SEM (such as a standard text or review paper) in the methodology section to justify the choice of PLS-SEM and the evaluation criteria used (reliability, validity, model fit, mediation analysis).​

· Consider adding one or two more core references on financial capability and financial literacy in developing-country contexts, to support the strong empirical emphasis placed on financial capability in the findings and discussion. ​

Overall, no major gaps are visible, but these selective additions would deepen the theoretical and methodological grounding of key constructs without substantially expanding the reference list.


	

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


	The overall language and tone are generally appropriate for scholarly communication, with clear paragraphing, logical flow, and correct use of technical terminology across sections. However, there are a few issues that should be addressed before publication. ​

· There is at least one noticeable spelling/formatting error in the title (e.g., “FINANIAL” instead of “FINANCIAL”) and a few minor typographical/spacing issues (such as stray periods before section numbers) that need correction. ​

· Some sentences, particularly in the Introduction, Literature Review, and Data Analysis sections, are quite long and could be broken into shorter sentences to improve readability and reduce repetition of phrases like “the study highlights” or “the findings demonstrate.”​

· A light language edit to streamline wordy passages (for example, where similar ideas about “access alone being insufficient” are repeated) would make the manuscript more concise while maintaining its scholarly tone. ​

With these relatively minor revisions, the English quality would be fully suitable for a refereed academic journal.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a valuable and timely contribution by integrating financial inclusion, digital financial access, financial capability, and financial resilience into a coherent pathway model for sustainable tribal livelihoods in Odisha, supported by a solid empirical design and advanced analysis (PLS-SEM with mediation). The strengths include a clear conceptual framework, adequate sample size, strong measurement properties (reliability and validity), and well-articulated findings that speak directly to both academic debates and policy/practice in tribal development and inclusive finance. At the same time, the manuscript would benefit from tightening the narrative to reduce repetition (especially on the theme that access alone is insufficient), correcting minor language and formatting issues (e.g., title spelling, stray punctuation), and expanding the explicit limitations and future research directions to nuance the claims and enhance transparency. With these refinements, the study has good potential to be a strong contribution to journals focusing on development studies, rural finance, or sustainable livelihoods.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are identified in the manuscript. The dedicated 3.7 Ethical Considerations section appropriately states that participation was voluntary, respondents were informed of the study's academic purpose, anonymity and confidentiality were maintained, and no personal identifiers were collected, which aligns with standard ethical norms for primary survey research involving vulnerable populations like tribal households. ​
However, to strengthen the ethical reporting and address potential sensitivities in working with tribal communities in Odisha, the authors should briefly mention:

· Whether informed consent was explicitly obtained (verbal or written) and how it was documented, given possible literacy challenges. ​
· Any community engagement or permissions from local authorities, tribal councils, or institutions prior to data collection. ​
· Potential benefits and risks to participants (e.g., no incentives mentioned; confirm no coercion via SHG linkages) and how cultural sensitivities were handled during questionnaire administration in local dialects. ​
These minor additions would provide fuller transparency without implying any wrongdoing.
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