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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	The use of the Wilcoxon Signed-Rank test is statistically appropriate for the paired, non-normal data presented. However, the manuscript lacks clarity regarding the measurement scales used for income, savings, and employment. Reporting these economic variables on a 1-5 scale without defining the scale intervals makes the results abstract. The scientific robustness depends on the author clarifying what these numerical values represent in real-world terms (Rupees or days). This study provides empirical evidence from a tribal-dominated region (Ramgarh, Jharkhand), which is often underrepresented in mainstream development literature. It highlights the efficacy of SHGs not only in financial metrics, but also in the homogenisation of economic status among marginalised SC women, as evidenced by the reduced standard deviation in post-intervention data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title suggests a quantitative econometric study. As the data use ordinal (1-5) scales rather than currency, a more precise title would be: "Perceived Economic Empowerment through Self-Help Groups: A Statistical Study of Scheduled Caste Women in Ramgarh District, Jharkhand." This aligns the title with the methodology.
	

	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 functional but lacks specificity. It mentions a "statistically significant improvement" but does not define the sample size (N = 100) or specify that the data are measured on ordinal scales. Including these details is necessary for scientific transparency. It should also briefly mention the "zero negative ranks" finding as a key descriptor of the sample's response pattern.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Qualified yes. The use of the Wilcoxon Signed-Rank Test is the correct non-parametric method for analysing the ordinal (Likert-type) data presented. However, the study has a significant design limitation: it measures continuous variables (Income, Savings) using ordinal scales (1–5) without defining the scale intervals. This makes the findings abstract. The author must provide a legend defining what "1.00" and "5.00" represent in real terms (Rupees/Days) for the study to be considered scientifically robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references cover the period 2009–2024. However, the context data in Table 1 is from 2012, which is outdated. The author should update this with recent NRLM data (2022–2024) to reflect the current saturation of SHGs in the district.
	

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

	Yes. The language is clear, academic, and logically structured. Minor copy-editing may be required for flow, but it does not impede understanding.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The "Zero Negative Ranks" (no participant reported a decline) in Tables 3, 6, and 9 is statistically unusual for field research. This suggests potential social desirability bias or recall bias. The author should explicitly address this in the "Limitations" section to demonstrate critical self-reflection. Furthermore, the Standard Deviation analysis reveals a "convergence effect" in income but a "divergence" in employment; discussing this would add significant depth.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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