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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Microfinance has become a pivotal industry in uplifting the socio-economic conditions of underserved communities, particularly women. It is a strong financial instrument that promotes financial inclusion and gender empowerment. This research provides valuable insights for policymakers and financial institutions that often focus primarily on profit-oriented objectives. Furthermore, the findings highlight the importance of adopting integrated approaches that combine financial services with social, educational, and capacity-building initiatives to achieve sustainable and inclusive women’s empowerment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title deemed somewhat broad and generic, phrases such as “A Study of” and “Role Towards” are unnecessary and grammatically weak, and the title does not clearly highlight the specific empowerment dimensions examined, making it appear lengthy yet still lacking precision.
Microfinance and Multidimensional Women’s Empowerment: Evidence from Sehore District, Madhya Pradesh.”
	

	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.


	Abstract is too lengthy which discourage a reader, it should be very flashy and attractive, It is short, easy to read, and avoids repetition while keeping the main points.  “ e.g The findings reveal that microfinance exerts a statistically significant positive influence on economic and social empowerment. Women who accessed microfinance services demonstrated higher income levels, improved savings patterns, and greater financial autonomy.  I believe only mention economic empowerment, once you flow goes reader understand what’s it. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically sound in connecting microfinance to women’s empowerment and presenting supporting data. The design and statistical testing are appropriate, and the conclusions align with the evidence. However, it would be stronger if the statistical methods and sampling details were explained more clearly, the theoretical framework was better connected to established models, and the limitations, especially regarding decision-making power and the generalizability of findings, were explicitly addressed. This would make the study more rigorous and comprehensive while keeping its core contributions intact. 
The sample size in your manuscript (100–150 respondents) is not fully sufficient for strong generalizability. While it allows for basic statistical testing and provides useful insights into Sehore District, a larger and more diverse sample would improve reliability, reduce sampling bias, and strengthen the validity of conclusions.

The concept of empowerment should ideally be anchored to established frameworks such as: Naila Kabeer’s Empowerment Framework (1999), Social Capital Theory


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient to support the study, but many are older; adding more recent works from 2020–2025 on microfinance, women’s empowerment, and digital financial inclusion in India would strengthen the paper’s relevance and ensure it reflects current debates and policy developments.
	

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


	The language quality of your article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and well-structured, with appropriate academic vocabulary. However, some sentences are quite long and complex, which can affect readability. Shortening these sentences and ensuring consistent use of terminology (e.g., “economic empowerment” vs. “economic independence”)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Would happy to review this manuscript, simple changes to be taken care on mainly, Topic is important and relevant. Paper is well structured Language is clear but can be shorter. Sample size is small, needs improvement References are good but not recent enough Tables are useful, add short explanations, Limitations should be explained more clearly. Policy suggestions can be more specific
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No 
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