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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.


	This manuscript is significant as it highlights key marketing constraints faced by women handloom weavers using a systematic and quantitative approach. The findings provide useful insights for researchers, policymakers, and development agencies working on women’s livelihoods and the handloom sector. The study supports evidence-based interventions to improve market access and income security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate and clearly reflects the subject, study area, and methodology. No change is required.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly presents the objective, methodology, sample size, analytical technique, and key findings of the study. However, it may be improved by briefly mentioning the policy or practical implications of the findings in one sentence. Minor condensation of repetitive methodological details can also improve clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the research design, data collection method, and application of the Garrett Ranking Technique are appropriate for the stated objectives. The analysis is logically presented, and the results are consistent with the methodology and conclusions drawn. Overall, the study follows acceptable scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant, appropriate, and largely recent, with key sources from government reports and peer-reviewed journals. The inclusion of the Fourth All India Handloom Census and recent studies strengthens the credibility of the work. However, the reference list could be further improved by adding a few more recent international studies on women entrepreneurship, artisanal marketing, or digital inclusion in traditional industries.
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear and understandable, though minor grammatical and stylistic editing is recommended to improve sentence flow and consistency.
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